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Current Topics. 


The Business of the King’s Bench Division. 

Ir WOULD appear that the King’s Bench Division has got to 
work none too soon. The outstanding feature in the Michaelmas 
Cause Lists is the large number of cases awaiting hearing in 
that Division—289 Divisional Court cases and 1,603 actions 
for trial, a total of 1,892. A year ago the total was 1,125. If 
we go back before the war to Michaelmas, 1913, we find the total 
to be 841, and that was swollen by 316 Divisional Court cases ; 
the actions for trial were only 510, with 15 bankruptcy matters. 
A year or two before, much smaller numbers than those of the 
present sittings had led to the appointment of the Royal Com- 
mission on Delay in the King’s Bench Division, which reported in 
1913. It remains to be seen whether the judges available 
will be able to reduce the lists to manageable dimens 1ons 


The Michaelmas Cause Lists. 

THE NUMBER of cases in the Chancery Division is somewhat 
less than a year ago oo2 as compared with 372, but there is a 
long list of company matters--143 as compared with 64, and the 
bankruptcy matters (18) now appear among the ( hancery 
business in accordance Vith the transfer which we noticed last 
week. In the Probate and Divorce lists there is a considerable 
drop. The officials responsible for the preparation of the lists 
still make no distinction between probate and divorce work, 
but, treating the probate work as negligible in comparison, the 
divorce causes are 1,014; last Michaelmas they were 2,628, so 
that the pressure in this class of business has for the time abated, 
The Appeal list (211) is slightly less than a year ago (246), 
Altogether the Courts will commence the new legal year with 
plenty of work on hand, but the great question will be how to 
dispose of the King’s Bench Division list. For the special 
work of this week, 16 judges are sitting, including four from the 
Chancery Division ; but after next Wednesday these latter judges 
should be left to their own work, unless it is clear that they can 
be spared without delay to suitors in their own Division 


The Searborough Meeting. 

Tue ProvinciaAL Meeting of The Law Society at Scarborough 
was well attended, and was very successful, both as regards the 
importance and interest of the papers read and the discussions 
on them, and as regards the attendant festivities, though these 
were so arranged as not to offer undue counter attractions—as is 
sometimes the case—to the business portion of the meetings, 
We make some comment elsewhere on the President’s address 
and Mr. Nessitt’s paper on Solicitors’ Remuneration, though 
any full discussion of the latter subject must be postponed till 
the committee now considering it has reported. The Lord 
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Chancellor had been invited to the banquet held on Tuesday 
to attend, and was represented by 


evening, but was unable 
Sir CLAUD SCHUSTER. Sir CLAUD was, px rhaps, able to suggest 
with more grace than Lord BirKeNHEAD that, as regards the 


establishment of a Ministry of Justice, nothing is to be gained by 
Lord Chancellor In this view, no doubt, 
encouraged by the President’s address, on which we 
comment elsewhere But we hope nothing that fell either from 
TER or the President will tend to discourage the 


interfering with the 


he Was 


Sir CLAUD SCHI 
efforts of the Society to press forward reforms on its own account. 
We have not failed to recognize the efforts of Lord BirkKENHEAD 
himself, but reform does not depend on any personal considerations, 
and the collapse of the attempt made in the Administration of 
Justice Act, 1020. to establish provine ial jurisdiction in divorce 
cases, and the failure of the Law of Prope rty si1] two of the 
reforms on which Lord BirkKenHEAD has laid great stress—show 
it specially energetic Lord ( hancellor may find his 
We gather that Sir CLAUD SCHUSTER 
Bill, but, as we say 


that 
environment too difficult 
still has haope for the Law of Property 
elsewhere, the whole form of that Bill should now be reconsidered. 


even 


Attachment as a Mode of Civil 

ENGLAND I 1 country in whit h old fashioned and anomalous 
rules of law are rather apt to linger long after their utility has begun 
but by 


Execution. 


to be doubted not merely by law reformers practitioners 
as well Inertia preserves an antiquated system until some 

hard cas arises, and then the Legislature intervenes to 
‘change all that The case of the Poplar Councillors 


appears an excellent illustration of this. Their attachment for 
contempt, i.¢., disobedience to an order of court directing them 
to levy a rate on Poplar, is technically a mode of civil execution, 
as distinct from the punishment of a criminal offence. It is, 
therefore, indefinite in duration and cannot be remitted by the 
advice of the Home Secretary. “* Criminal 

is in a different position. Where such a 


with the course of justice, 


Crown acting on the 


contempt, of course 


contempt consists of an interference 

it is indictable and punishable like any other crime; in such a 
case the Crown can pardon, as it can in every criminal case 
except that of an impeachment. Where, again, a judge convicts 


for some conte mpt committed tn facie curia, the Commitment is 


the punishment of a crime ; indeed, a fine is often inflicted in 
addition to the imprisonment, which may be either of fixed duration 
or indefinite In either case, it seems clear, the Crown can remit 


the punishment, although this is not done in practice. When 


the punishment is indefinite, it is usual for the judge to release 
the accused on an application by him accompanied by an apology 
for the offence. But such“ criminal cont mpts ” are quite different 
from the conte mpt of court which consists, either in doing some 
act forbidden by the court, or refusing to do some act ordered 
attachment ” is a civil, 


HLome 


commitment or 
interference by the 


by the court: there 


not a criminal, remedy: and no 


Secretary 1s possible 


Imprisonment otherwise than for Crime. 

But A LARGER question 18 raised by these considerations as to 
of attachment as a mode of civil execution 
Imprisonment is still permitted by English law the 
Judgment Debtors Act of 1869 in a number of cases where the 
The failure to pay a sum ordered by a 


the desirability 


under 


injuria is purely civil. 
court having equitable jurisdiction, or to perform an act directed 


by such a court, is perhaps the most defensible of these ; without 


this drastic remedy, courts of equity would be hampered in their 
efforts to promote equity and render justice. Imprisonment 
for ‘ ivil dk bt on proof of means 18 also defensible : for in such a 
case, provided proper proof is required as is by no means always 


the case in county court ¢ es, there seems no reason why the 


creditor should suffer because a debtor who can pay will not 
do so. But in cases of alimony, in separation orders made by a 
summary jurisdiction court, in bankruptcy cases, and the like, 


where lack of means is no defence, the preservation of imprison 





separated or divorced, and is bound to pay alimony, is no reason 
why he should be imprisoned if through misfortune he has ceased 
to earn the sum due under the order. It is true that, in such 
cases, on an applic ation to the court, the order may be varied ; 
but this is a matter of discretion which benches frequently refuse 
to exercise on purely vindictive grounds ; they treat the matter 
as if it were in substance a criminal, not a civil, wrong. While 
this attitude is intelligible, it doubtful whether the 
imprisonment of the respondents in such cases serves any useful 
social purpose. As we observed last week, a well-known 
Chancery Judge, now retired, spoke of it not long ago as a 


seems 


relic of barbarism. 


Solicitors’ Remuneration. 

THE PENDING inquiry by the Committee of which Mr. Justice 
Russet is Chairman into the methods of solicitors’ remuneration 
makes the subject one of special interest at the present time, 
and in addition to the observations on it by the President in his 
address, the Scarborough Meeting had the benefit of the interesting 
paper by Mr. R. C. Nessrrr, the most important part of which 
we print elsewhere. Substantially, the history of legislative 
control over solicitors’ charges begins with an Act of 1729, and 
this, in effect, introduced the system which has lasted to the 
present time. It required the delivery of an item bill, which 
was subject to taxation, and no action for the charges could be 
brought till after a month from the delivery of the bill. Its 
provisions were, as Mr. Nespirr points out, largely reproduced 
in the Act of 1845, but that Act facilitated the taxation and 
recovery of costs, and it was hoped that it would give the taxing 
authority discretion to take into consideration the importance 
of the business, and the skill, labour and responsibility which it 
involved. But in this the profession were disappointed. 
Remuneration still depended, not on the value of the work 


but on the length of the proceedings, and the number and 


don . 
The Solicitors’ 


length of the documents by which it was done. 
Act, 1870, was a step in the right direction, and it authorised 
payment by a lump sum under special agreement, but the 
necessity of such an agreement has prevented its being much 
As regards conveyancing, a change was rendered necessary 


use d 
This shortened documents, and 


by the Conveyaneing Act, 1881. 
made their length no longer possible as a test of remuneration. 
Hence the Remuneration Act of 1881, and the Order under it 
establishing scale fees, but leaving a good deal of work to the 
old system of item charges. The fees have not been 
incyeased to suit present-day requirements, and they still stop 
dead at the £100,000 limit. Moreover, while the Order of June, 
1920, authorises lump sum instead of item charges under 
Schedule 2, it must be a lump sum which can be justified, if 
reference to item charges, and hence the Order 
In practice, as 


ms ale 


necessary, by 
does not indicate any substantial progress. 
Mr. Nespirt points out, solicitors do not confine themselves to 
the item charges which the law expects, and bills are delivered 
in a short summarised form with an offer of details if desired. 
It is this system which Mr. Nesprrt wishes to see authorised by 
legislation, but for the details of his plan and the arguments by 
which he supports it we must refer to his paper; also for the 
considerations which should guide the Taxing Master in deciding 
on the propriety of the sum charged. We may add that much 
of the preliminary work which has led up to the present position 
of the subject was due to the Liverpool Law Society: see 


62 Son. J., p. 117. 


Statelessness. 

$y tue Atiens Restriction (Amendment) Act, 
Legislature continued, with modifications, the war restrictions 
on the admission of aliens to this country, and in particular It 
imposed for three years special disabilities on former enemy 
aliens. Thus under sec. 10 (1) no former enemy alien shall, for & 
period of three years after the passing of the Act, be permitted to 


land in the United Kingdom without the permission of the Home 
Whether the 


1919, the 


Secretary, to be granted on special grounds. 





ment is purely vindictive. The mere fact that a man has been 
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policy of the Act was wise in view of the desirability of restoring 
as speedily as possible friendly relations between the lately 
belligerent countries, we need not enquire; but considerable 
interest has been aroused in the decision of the Home Secretary 
to apply it in the case of Dr. Oscar Levy, who, it appears, has 
been long enough resident in this country to lose his German 
nationality, but has not become naturalized here. We gather 
that he was temporarily absent when the Act was passed, and the 
Home Secretary now requires him to leave this country. We 
cannot be certain as to the facts of the case. Prim facie it is 
one of great hardship. But it should be noticed that the 
condition of “ statelessness ’ has been brought into prominence 
by the war, and that an interesting decision on it was given 
recently by Russet, J., in Stoeck v. Public Trustee (1921, 2 Ch. 
67). In the earlier case of Ex parte Liebmann (1916, 1 K.B., 
p- 285), Lord PHILLIMORE intimated that the law did not 
recognize that a man could have no nationality, but Russe.t, J., 
differed from this, and it seems obvious that if a man has lost 
one nationality and has not acquired another, he must be 
“ stateless.”” Accordingly he held that the condition of a stateless 
person is not a condition unrecognized by the municipal law of 
this country. Whether this decision covers Dr. Levy's case so 
as to put him outside the Aliens Restriction Act, we cannot say. 
It must be presumed from the course which the Home Secretary 
is taking that it does not. But we doubt whether he is under 
any obligation to exercise his powers under circumstances of 
exceptional hardship, especially when it is now generally 
recognized that the hostility to Germans resident in England 
which was so pronounced in certain quarters during the war, 
was no more than an unfortunate result of war psychology. 


An International Court of Appeal. 


ONE OF THE numerous matters of general interest discussed at the 
recent International Law Conference was the difficult task of con 
structing an International Court of Appeal. Mr. W. R. Bisscnop 
read a paper in which he advocated the establishment of such a 
Courtincivil matters. He said that merchants desired—(1) stability 
in the interpretation of the existing rules and customs ; (2) cer- 
tainty of obtaining justice against a debtor and equity at the 
hands of a creditor ; (3) simplification of formalities of contracts. 
Endeavours had been made to assimilate the mercantile and 
maritime laws of the world by enlisting the energies and common 
feeling of the mercantile community of various countries to 
adopt a common form or a common law on subjects of common 
interest. But common laws needed common interpretation by 
the national courts of law if stability was to be secured for the 
mercantile community of the rules which they internationally had 
agreed to observe. Further, having obtained such interpretation 
by a court of law under an international agreement, the successful 
litigant needed the exequatur of the Government of the country 
where the judgment which he had obtained was to be executed. 


Interpretation and Enforcement of Agreements. 


Mr. Bisscuor rightly pointed out, in the paper referred to 
above, that there are two separate tasks before his proposed 
court, namely, the interpretation of agreements, conventions, and 
treaties placed before it, and the enforcement of its view thereon. 
Both objects might be obtained by the establishment of a court 
of appeal in matters of international agreements, conventions 
and legislation on a common basis. The establishment of an 
international mercantile Court of Appeal, with appellate jurisdic- 
tion from national courts in matters which were regulated by 
international conventions or international agreements, or by 
national legislation on the basis of internationally arranged rules, 
would secure a uniform interpretation of what had been agreed 
and a stability of jurisdiction which would do away with the 
perplexity of judicial decisions at present reigning in an unchecked 


multitude. The appeal would be on points of law only and would | 


have to be instituted within a certain period after the final 
national decision was obtained. There is, indeed, as Mr. Bisscnop 
pointed out, an interesting analogy between the present functions 





of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council and such an 
International Court. The work of the Court would be similar 
tothat of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
which decides what is the true interpretation of Roman 
Dutch law in South Africa and in Ceylon, of French law in 
Canada and Mauritius, of Spanish law in Trinidad, and 
of Mahomedan law in British India. The establishment of a 
Court of Appeal of this nature would not be derogatory to national 
sovereignty. Each nationconcerned that was to say, each such 
nation as would vouch forthe execution of a decision on appeal 
would undertake to attach its own exequatur to the decision, 
and thereby cover with its own sovereignty the decisions of a 
court not itself possessing powers of enforcement, 


The West Indian Court of Appeal 

THE CREATION last year of a West Indian Court of Appeal, 
meeting in session at Trinidad, is about to be followed, it would 
seem, by simular ¢ Xperinic nts in other yroups of Crown Colonies. 
According to a statement, presumably semi-official, in the October 
number of United Empire, the ofticial publication of the Royal 
Colonial Institute, Mr. Cuurcnuine has decided to adopt tenta- 
tively a limited scheme of federation in the Crown Colonies. 
The plan is to group these colonies in systems, each of which 
will have a High Commissioner, who will exercise locally powers 
analogous to those of the Governor-General in India, 7.¢., he will 
relieve the Colonial Office of administrative work other than 
general policy. This must inevitably be followed by the creation 
of local Courts of Appeal in cach of these tentative groups. 
Probably, at no distant date, Federal Legislatures will follow, 
but that part of the scheme is not vet ready. The West Indies, 
says the journal we are quoting, is to form one group with 
Port of Spain in Trinidad as capital. West Africa will be 
another. Uganda, ‘Tanganyika Kenya, Zanzibar and 
Nyassaland will form a third—-and Rhodesia will be given 
an option of either entering this group or the Union of South 
Africa, or retaining its present independence. Ceylon, Mauritius, 
and the Seychelles are to form an Indian Ocean group. The 
Pacific Islands are to form a Pacific Ocean group. Gibraltar, 
Cyprus and Malta are to form a Mediterranean group, with 
Valetta (Malta) ascapital. [fthis anticipation be intelligent, it is 
clear that the Privy Council will lose a good deal of its present 
appellate work ; local Courts of Appeal must inevitably exhaust 
the purse of many litigants who otherwise would appeal to the 
Board. It will be interesting to see how far this plan will actually 
mature, and, in particuker, whether the anticipated Courts of 
Appeal will all come into existence, 





The |] resident's Address. 


IN the absence of any organization of the Bar, other thaft for 
purely self-regarding purpos the Law Society alone affords 
at its general meetings the opportunity for the discussion of 
matters of current interest alike to the public and to the profe asion, 
and the President in his address at the Provincial Meeting 
exercises the recogni-ed function of summarising these matters 
and laying emphasis on those which r quire special consideration. 
The address delivered by Mr. Borrerete formed no exception, 
and if on some points he was unable to give much enlightenment, 
this was due to the nature of the material with which he had to 
deal rather than to any defect of treatment 
as fees to counsel, the fusion of the two branches, and the length 
of | gal vacations seem to have drifted into a ba kwater, and 
although they emerge spasmodic ally from time to time, they can 
hardly be said to be attracting just now any special interest. 
The question of fees to counsel is hung up, we believe, between 
the Council of the Law So iety and the Bar Council, and though 
Mr. Borrerecy criticises severely the rule governing junior 
counsel's fees, the trouble springs mainly from the fancy fees 


Some matters—such 


paid to some leading counsel. The Law Society has, too, recently 
pronounced against fusion to make that a live issue, and to the 
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many lawyers who have found the present Long Vacation an 
exceptionally busy time, the question of the holiday which the 
courts may see fit to take becomes of comparatively slight 
importance. Mr. Borrere.t takes the view that the first fort- 


night 1s wanted for clearing up office arrears, and the last 
fortnight for preparing for the next sittings, and there 18 no 
great interval left, especially when the whole posse of High Court 


Judges, common law and equity, swoop down on the last week 
in anticipation the Michaelmas lists. The 
matters of immediate interest with which Mr. BorrereLi 
dealt were the proposed Ministry of Justice, the Law of Property 
Bill, Solicitors’ Remuneration, and Solicitors’ Clerks. 

As to the Ministry of Justice, Mr. Borrere.y recognises the 
nt system, that the Lord 


in order to reduce 


soundne xs of thi objection to the pres 


Chancellor has an accumulation of duties which it is impossible 
for one man ade quate ly to yy rform : but he differs from all recent 
criticism by advocating the retention of the Lord Chancellor as 
the Minister of Justice and the transfer of part of his duties to 
one or other of the existing Departments of State The general 
opinion has been in favour of a contrary change—the Lord 
Chancellor to retain the appointment of judges and other 
exceptional functions, and his general non-judicial and non 
legislative duties to be transferred to a Minister of Justice 

Mr. Borrerene, indeed, while he did not overlook Mr. SAMUEL 
GaArretr’s address (62 Sou. J., 275), nor the recommenda 
tion of the Machinery of Government ¢ ommittee (65 Sou. J., 196), 
seems to have allowed too little we ight to the arguments already 
advanced in favour of ua Ministry of Justice 5 and he overlooked 
the fact that the Law Society is already committed to this reform. 
Mr. Garrett's address was delivered to a Special General Meeting 
of the Society in January, 1918, and after a dilatory amendment 
had been put and lost, his resolution, * That in the opinion ot 


this Creneral Meeting of the Law Society the institution of a 
Ministry of Justice is necessary in the national interest,” was 
carried. We doubt whether it was in the mind of any person 
who supported this resolution that the Lord Chancellor would 
himself be the Ministe r of Justice 
deprive him of his position as head of the judiciary with the 
appointment of judges, but the details of legal administration 


There was no intention to 


were to be entrusted to another official 

But the impossible position in which the Lord Chancellor is 
placed had been the subject of discussion a few years earlier 
before the Royal Commission on the Civil Service. Lord HALDANE 


in his evidence before that Commission said (question 60,907) : 
“Tam myself satisfied that you will never solve the great problem 


that you have until you set up a Minister of Justice who will absorb, 
in addition to the administrative work of the Lord Chancellor, much 
of the legal patronage and functions of the Home Secretary and much 
of thos f the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. . . . That 
Minister of Just will sit probably in the House of Commons and be 
resp naible to it 

The Commission in their Report on the Legal Departments 


(Sixth Report, p. 21) referred to this evidence, and noted that 
Lord HALDANE considered the creation of a Ministry of Justice 
necessary ; but the . did not consider that the matter fell within 
the SCO] of their referen ct, and made no other recommendation 
except that all patronage exercised by the judges should be 
transferred to the Lord Chancellor, and that the control of all 
the legal departments, including the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Registries, should be placed in his hands. This, it was 
recognised, would necessitate further assistance being given to 
the Permanent Seere tary, “ who has at present prac tically no 
staff to assist him in what are already very arduous duties.” 

Lord HALDANE was able to carry the matter somewhat further 
in the Machinery of Government Committee of which he was 
chairman. In a passage which we quoted at the time, this 
Committee in their Report said : 

“We are impressed with the total inadequacy of the organisation 
which controls the general administration of the very large staffs, with 
the voluminous business, required to give effect to the decrees of the 
Courts of Justice throughout the country. One of the chief reasons 
of this inadequacy is the magnitude and variety of the duties with 





As we have said, Mr. Borrere.t is not averse from the idea 
of a Minister of Justice, but he reverses the scheme hitherto 
suggested by leaving the Lord Chancellor as such Minister, while 
transferring part of his duties to other Departments, and at the 
same time increasing his secretarial staff. One reason which he 
assigns for this is that it will ensure the Minister of Justice being 
a lawyer. But that is by no means essential to the scheme for a 
Minister of Justice, and, indeed, inthe interesting series of articles 
on “ Reconstruction” from a very able contributor which we 
published three years ago (63 Sou. J.), the point was made that 
it would be more in accordance with constitutional practice if 
the Minister was not a lawyer. The Secretary for War is not a 
soldier ; the First Lord of the Admiralty is not a sailor. In both 
cases professional qualifications are considered to be more properly 
utilised in an advisory capacity than at the head of the Depart- 
ment ; and while it is quite probable that the Minister of Justice 
would often be a lawyer, there is no necessity for the choice to 
be thus restricted. Indeed, our contributor regarded the appoint 
ment of a civil or non-professional head of the Judicature as the 
most logical and direct assertion of the fact that the Judicature 
is made for the people and not the people for the Judicature. 
It may be suggested, too, that for lawyers, as for other people, 
itis well to “ see ourselves as others see us.” Moreover, to ensure 
the full efficiency of the Ministry of Justice, the Minister should, 
as a general rule, be in the House of Commons. While, therefore, 
we are glad to see that Mr. BorreRe Lt is in favour of the proposed 
Ministry, we cannot say that his variation of the suggested 
scheme is likely to be useful. In effect, he goes back upon the 
resolution of the Law Society referred to above, and proposes a 
less efficient means of creating a Department of Justice. 

As to the Law of Property Bill, Mr. BorrerReLL did not add 
anything to what is already known to the profession. If the 
Lord Chancellor and the Council of the Law Society had been 
better advised, the Bill would have been brought forward in a 
much simpler form and there should have been no difficulty tm 
passing it. Mr. BorrerReL. says that its failure to pass the 
House of Commons was owing to pressure of time, and that ther 
can be little doubt that the Bill will be brought forward again 
at the earliest possible opportunity. That remains to be seen. 
[f it had been passed last session, it would then have been possible 
to set about amending it and dividing it into its component 
parts, and consolidating these with the cognate statutes—the 
Conveyancing, Settled Land, Trustee, and Land Transfer Acts— 
so as to make it a workable measure. And at the same time, 
Part I—and particularly Clause 3— would have called for thorough 
revision. But the Bill cannot hang on from year to year in its 
present form, and we are not so confident as Mr. BorreReLt that 
it will be re-introduced. 

We cannot do more than refer to Mr. Borrere.e’s treatment 
of the subjects of Solicitors’ Remuneration and of Solicitors’ 
Clerks and their salaries. It is to be hoped that during his year 
of office the practice of delivering lump sum bills will be legalised. 
As to the latter subject, he thinks that the difficulty of applying 
the principle of collective bargaining to professional businesses 
should not be insuperable. Here, again, it may be hoped that 
his year of office will see a satisfactory solution. 





Tue death took place on 27th September of Mr. Joun Hurron 
BaLrour Browne, K.C., at his Scottish home, “Goldielea, ” neat 
Dumfries. The cause of death was a heart attack. Mr. BALFouR 
Browne, who was 76 years of age, was born on 13th September, 
1845, at Crichton House, Dumfries, his father being at the time 


His mother was a daughter of Dr. ANDREW Batrour, Edinburgh, 
and a sister of Professor J. H. Batrour, who held the Chair 
of Botany in Edinburgh University. Through his mother, 
Mr. BaLrour Browne was also connected with Dr. Hurroy, 
who wrote a very important and learned work on geological 





which the Lord Chancellor is charged, without really being allowed 
either the time or the machinery requisite for their performance.” 


science, entitled ““ The Theory of the Earth.” 








Medical Superintendent of the Royal Crichton Institution. 
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Mr. Batrour Browne, who for many years before he retired 

had the largest and most lucrative practice at the Parliamentary 
Bar, was educated at Dumfriés Academy, of which he was dux, 
and Edinburgh University, where he likewise had a brilliant 
career. He shewed there a marked predeliction and ability for 
literature, and he was the medallist in the English Literature 
Class, when Professor Masson was at his best. It was in 1868 
that Mr. Batrour Browne turned his steps southwards, like 
two other famous Scotsmen, Lords Fintay and Ha.paneg, 
and in that year he became a student of the Middle Temple, 
which Inn called him to the Bar at the end of 1870. He was 
thus 25 years of age when “ called,’ which was, in those days, 
rather above the average age when students became barristers 
During his early days in the Temple as a law student, he found 
time to do some reviewing for The Morning Post, and he also 
contributed art criticisms to The Leeds Mercury. During his 
early years at the Bar, when practice was slow in coming, he 
wrote three or four novels, one of which he dedicated to the 
great Carlyle, and was praised by the almost equally great 
Disracli. It was Carlyle, strange to say, who diverted Mr 
BaLrour Browne from the thorny paths of literature, or at all 
events, urged him to stick to the law. Forwarding one of his 
novels to Carlyle, the latter sent back the caustic reply : “* Devote 
yourself to some real work.” Accordingly, Mr. BALrouR BrowNE 
did so, and with great professional success. 

Mr. BALrour BrowNe’s contributions to legal literature were 
both valuable and important. He published, in 1871, the ‘* Medical 
Jurisprudence of Insanity,’ which ran into an American edition, 
published at San Francisco. In 1872 “The Law of Carriers ’ 
came from his pen, and garly in 1874 he had his reward in being 
appointed Registrar and Secretary to the Railway Commissioners, 
less than four years from his call to the Bar. But it was in 1880, 
when his ™ Law of Railways Ki appeared that he made his hame, 
and established his reputation as an authority on railway law. 
In 1896 he wrote “‘The Law of Compensation,” which deals with 
the compulsory purchase of land. He also wrote a work on 
“ Usages and Customs”’ and a treatise on ‘“ Water Supply.” 

In later life, in 1916, Mr. BaLrour Browne wrote his remin- 
iscences, “ Forty Years at the Bar,”’ which were, of course. racy and 
interesting, but unfortunately marred by rather cutting things 
about people, living and dead, which had much better been 
left unsaid. While Mr. BaLrour Browne had the gift of brilliant 
repartee, his retorts were at times unnecessarily bitter, and it 
could not, with truth, be said that he was popular with, or even 
liked by, his professional brethren. In fact, it used to be said 
of him that he had an undue share of what is called * northern 
rudeness.” As an example of this, the story runs that an opposing 
counsel once accused him of having been born in a madhouse, 
which, while true, was far from polite, and certainly the accident 
of his place of birth was no fault of his. Mr. BaLrour Browne 
sneeringly replied: ‘‘ The statement is perfectly true, but I 
was discharged cured. If my learned friend had been there, 
he would have been there yet.” 

Again, addressing a Committee of the House of Lords, Mr. 
BaLFrour Browne said: “I think I can make this clear to the 
meanest capacity.” 3ALFOUR Browne,” said Mr. JEUNE, 
afterwards Sir Francis JEUNE, who was opposing him, for whom 
he had little respect, “remember whom you are addressing 
This was said in a voice sufficiently loud for their Lordships to 
hear. “* I need scarcely say, my Lords,” observed Mr. BaLrour 
Browne, “ that I was referring to my learned friend, Mr. Jeune.” 
In 1917 he published “ Recollections, Literary and Political.” 

Mr. Batrour Browne received his first Parliamentary brief 
in 1874, and his fees in that case amounted to 634 guineas. Next 
year his Parliamentary practice brought him 300 guineas, and 
in the third year 3,000 guineas. When anyone asked him about 


his later fabulous income —-which in some years, it is said, exceeded | 
£10,000—all that Mr. BaLtrour Browne would vouchisafe | 
was: “ Providence looked after me after that.” In recent years 
his income exceeded that of any Parliamentary barrister of his | 
time, and probably that of any time. He was briefed, on one side | 





or other, in all the great Parliamentary Bills that passed through 
Parliament. He was the leading authority on railway law in 
the country, and was leading counsel at the Parliamentary Bar, 
and in the Railway Commissioners’ Court. He held the Parlia- 
mentary retainers of the Great Northern Railway Company, 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, the North 
British, and the Glasgow and South Western Railway Companies. 
He was perhaps the most prominent municipal lawyer of his 
time, and he held general Parliamentary retainers from, among 
others, the Corporations of Liverpool, Manchester, Glasgow, 
Leeds, Shettield, Salford, Birmingham and Bristol 
the leading counsel for all the important Electrical Power Bills, 
and repre sented the promoters ol the Manchester Ship Canal. 
In the exhaustive enquiry into the Railway Rates, heard before 
the late Lord BALFour OF BURLEIGH and Sir CouRTENAY Boye, 
which lasted 87 days, his speech alone occupied four days. In 
that case he represented some thirty-six different clients, including 
‘opening in the 


He was also 


traders, corporations and individuals His 
London County Council Water Purchase Bill in 1805, oceapied 
two entire days 

Mr. Batrour Browne showed he was willing to abandon 
his enormous practice as long ago as 1906, by contesting his 
native Dumfriesshire in the Unionist interest, but he was defeated 
by the Liberal candidate, Mr. P. A. MoLTENO: and again in L910, 
at Kast Bradford, where he was also unsuccessful. Mr. BALFOUR 
BrowNeé married the third daughter of the late Lord 
Justice Lusw. Like his brethren at the Parliamentary Bar, it 
could not be said Mr. BaLrour Browxe was a great lawyer, 
but he was unrivalled in the way he “ opened ” a case and got 
the right side of his Committee at the very start, while he excelled 
in his examination of witnesses, and his ruthless and remorseless 
“expert” witnesses, of whose failings 
Io the ordinary 


* cross,’ especially ol 
he was fully cognizant, and indeed, a master 
witness, he was a terror in “ cross,’ and no Parliamentary counsel 
Xt eeded him inh the way he put his back Into every case he had, 
and he ungrudgingly gave of his best, of his great professional 
skill, to each and every client He was a Bencher of the Middle 
lemple, and for a year its treasurer, and in the latter office 
he certainly succeeded in holding in check the unfortunate asperity 
of his disposition and nature, and he filled the office and dis harged 
the duties thereof with acceptance and atisfaction It has 
been said that, with all his prot ssional success, Mr. BALFouR 
BROWNE was a disappointed man, but the future of the Parlia 
mentary Barrister hardly ever ends in a Judgeship, and they 
have to make hay whike the sun shines, which Mr. BAaLrour 


BROWNE certainly did with astonishing succes 








Lawyers and the Professional Spirit. 


Professor Graham Wallas,in that fascinating study of socéal 
life recently published by him, to which he has given the name of 
‘Our Social Heritage,’”’* has made an attack on lawyers, 
as well as other professional classes, of a distinctly novel kana. 
It has hitherto been the pride of the professions that their 
members possess, as a body, certain characteristics not to be 





found in tradesmen or men of business as a class. The latter 
are assumed to be money-making and self-advertising, regard- 
ing all things from the standpoint of the “cash nexus,” 
buying in the cheapest and selling in the dearest market, 
and leaving out of account in their daily life the larger social 
interests and the general welfare. But the professional has 
plumed himself on having a professional ** code’ which raises 
him to a higher ethical plane. Money is not everything ; he may 
not advertise, and he must do gratis certain kinds of philan 
thropic work. His standing in his profession depends on many 
things, not merely the amount of money he can make. He must 
conform to professional etiquette and a rigorous code of honour. 
In other words, an clement of status as distinct from mere contract 
is the characteristic of every one of the great professions— Law, 
Medicine, the Church, the Universities, and the Civil Service. 

But Professor Graham Wallas, without quite saying so in 
express terms, turns all this boast of the professional into a 





* “Our Social Heritage,” by Professor Graham Wallas, author of “ Human Nature in 


Politics ” and “The Great Society ": George Allen & Unwin, Limited 
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charge of anti-social tendencies against him. He implies, without 
quite saying so, that every profession is a Trade Union, setting 
out to seek its own class interest regardless of the public interests, 
and forming a jealous monopoly to secure that interest. Trade 
or business, on the other hand, except when a “ring” or 
‘corner ’’ has been formed, is open and competitive—a fair field 
and no favour for eve ry entrant into the race. The Professions 
form, as it were, Guilds impregnated with the spirit of 
Syndicalism and Sovietism which the Trade Unions have only 
copied from them. Indeed, they differ from the latter, not in 
spirit or in overt anti-social acts, but simply in the fact that 
each prok ston has alre ady secured its pre ilegium or monopoly as 
a matter of legal right protected by the courts, whereas the 
workman has to obtain his by violence and collective action. 
But the worker looks with admiration and envy on the success 
of the professional guilds, is following in their footsteps, and is 
trying to set up a form of Guild-Socialism, in which the Trade 
Unions will tyrannize over and dictate to the public much as 
Professor Graham Wallas assumes the privileged profs ssionals 
have long been doing. [nak ed, the learned Profs ssor condemns 
CGiuild-Socialism, as opposed to State-Socialism, not on any of the 
usual grounds, but because he sees in Guild-Socialism on the part 
of the workers an addition to what he regards as the despotism 
of the Professional Guilds. Altogether the conception 1s clever 
and daring. 

We cannot spare space to follow Professor Graham Wallas in 
his attack on the professions other than the Law. A brief note 
of his pont sin connection with the m must suflice. Medi ine he 
accuses of a sordid commercialism most hurtful to the patient and 
the publie ; the doctors, he believes, simply boycott any intruder 
in a district, however brilliant, who does not buy his practice ; 
they accept with open arms any noodle who does; and this 
arrangement has no other object except to make practices sale- 
able and conserve a profitable monopoly. The Clergy lay 
emphasis on their special sacerdotal and sacramental divine 
privileges in the Church, and refuse to share these with the 
outsider on whom hands have not been laid; they build up a 
system of ritual and superstition because these popular modes of 
religious manifestation enhance most their own status. The 
Teachers are out for salaries and social status ; they rigorously 
shut out the unorthodox private teacher or the unacademic 


scholar. Herbert Spencer and Beattie Crozier, as we all know, 
although the Professor does not mention their names, have 
always been discredited by the academic world because their 
philosophies were built up outside academic walls. The Civil 
Service strive by every means in their power to gain for the 


functionary, in all his grades, a greater freedom from public 
control and greater benefits at the public expense. Such are 
the indictments of Professor Wallas, not so much expressed as 
very cleverly insinuated and implied. An answer might be given 
to most of these charges, but we must go on to his attack on 


lawvers. 

The nature of the Professor’s criticism of the legal profe ssion 
will by now have been guessed by astute readers. Both Bar and 
Solicitors are equally banned by him with bell and book and 
candle. Lawyers are narrow, selfish monopolists, cagerly 


desirous of doing all they can to enhance their earnings at the 
expense of the public. The division of the profession into two he 
considers to be merely a device adopted to duplicate the amount 
of work done in every case and hence to defraud the layman of 
double fees. The distinetion between Silk and Stuff, the division 
into circuits, the limits of Sessions: all these are similar dodges 
adopted to create a monopoly and stifle competition. And so on 
with all the rules as to costs, fees, and etiquette of every kind. 
Indeed, Professor Wallas is obviously one of those people who 
cannot understand the old objection of the Bar to the admission 
of women on any other grounds than the desire to prevent 
additional competition. Sentiment, romance, tradition, belief in 
difference of sex-sphere ; he cannot understand how these things, 
and not s-If-interest, have made most plain men, in the past, object 
to the presence of women in the pulpit or the forum. And so on 
with all the old customs of the Inns of Court ; the idea that these 
are preserved from a genuine love of the archaic, a real reverence 
for time and tradition, a romantic clinging to that which is not 
merely material or commercial—all this seems never to have 
crossed the Professor's mind. It is all a sign of mere monopoly, 
mere desire to increase the expenses of admission to the pro- 
fession, in our distinguished critic’s vision. 

Professor Graham Wallas is not very familiar with the details 
of either branch of the legal profession, and this leads him, 
occasionally, into absurdities so pedantic that we should have 
believed them impossible. For example, he solemnly arraigns 
the whole legal profession for antagonism to Trade Unionists 
because some paragraph in the Law Times (which he calls the 
official paper of the solicitors—a distinction which, we imagined, 
if it belongs to anyone, belongs rather to ourselves) upbraided 
artisans, during the war, for objecting to “ dilution.”’ Again, he 
goes on to contrast the patriotism of the artisans, who accepted 
war-time dilution by women and unskilled labour, with the 





unpatriotic spirit of the Bar who, he says, refused to admit women 
or clerks to practise during the war. The humour of this, of 
course, is delightful. It is like accusing the Hospital-Surgeons 
of monopoly because they did not take steps for turning nurses 
into operating surgeons for the duration of the war. We need 
hardly say that the Bar, even during the absence of the young 
men in the war, stood in no need of “ dilution’’; it was full, 
as at all other times, of competent elderly men without practice 
and only too ready to do any work that might come theirway. We 
may also add that the admission of women as students would 
have been useless, since they could not have attained the learning 
necessary for practice until long after the war had concluded. 
Sut this, we imagine, must really be obvious to every lay-reader 
of intelligence who dips into the Professor’s book. The un- 
practicality and unreality of this charge, we fancy, must be 
attributed solely to the fundamental pedanty which marks the 
academic mind in all except its very ablest members. 

But while the attack of Professor Graham Wallas on barristers 
and solicitors shows an utter failure to grasp the inside of the 
legal profession, due to lack of experience and, we fear, also to 
lack of real imagination and of sympathy; and while we must 
class it with that futile production of Mr. H. G. Wells, on the 
‘Soul of a Bishop,” as an example of the denseness of compre- 
hension sometimes found in really clever men; yet it may be 
admitted that lawyers can learn something from his criticism. 
It is well to remember that we are essentially a ‘‘ Guild,’”’ and a 
close corporation. It is well to remember that we have privileges 
and that we must justify them. They cannot be justified as a 
right to take larger fees or costs from the public. They can 
only be justified in so far as they maintain a high civic spirit, a 
clean, honest and = straightforward standard of professional 
dealing, an absence of graspingness where money is concerned, 
ind a noble willingness to defend the weak, to protect the 
innocent, and to secure Justitia fiat, ruat calum. 








Review. 


The Annual Practice. 


Tue Anxvan Practice, 1922. Being a Collection of the Statutes, Orders 
nd Rules relating to the General Practice, Procedure and Jurisdiction 

f the Supreme Court, with Notes, ete. By Ricuarp Wurre, Master of 

the Supreme Court, George Antnuony Kine, M.A., Master of the 
Supreme Court (Taxing), and Francis A. Srrincer, late of the Central 


Office, Royal Courts of Justice. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Stevens & Son, 

Ltd, 40s, net. 

We are not surprised that under the present conditions of printing the 
publishers of the White Book have refrained from re-issuing Vol. 11 (Forms, 
Statutes, etc.) at present, and have contented themselves with inserting in 
the edition for 1922 a “* Noter-up” printed on one side only which will 
enable Vol. LI of the 1921 edition to be brought up to date. Moreover, the 
termination of the war on Ist September last has been made the occasion 
for discontinuing the publication of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts 
und Rules, though, in fact, by virtue of the War Emergency Laws 
(Continuance) Act, 1920, the Acts continue for twelve months after the 
termination of the war, Of the new Rules which are printed in this edition, 
the most important are the new Poor Persons Rules, which came into force 
on Ist January, 1921, and form Rules 22-31N of Order 16. But the most 
interesting new feature in the book is the attempt which has been made 
to collect in one section (pp. 1209 to 1265) all the notes on costs and arrange 
them under alphabetical headings, their use being facilitated by cross- 
references from other parts of the work. It has not been possible to 
complete this task in the present edition, but the editors, who refer to costs 
is “a subject of considerable practical importance ”—some would say the 
only one—hope to complete it in the next. The editors have had assistance 
ind suggestions from many quarters and, with the new White Book at hand, 
the practitioner can embark confidently on his work for the coming legal 


year, 








Books of the Week. 


Legal History.—The Student’s Legal History. By R. Srorry Deans, 
Barrister-at-Law. 4th Edition. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 15s. 

Costs.—Guide to the Preparation, Delivery and Taxation of Bills of 
Costs with Precedents of Bills of Costs in all the Divisions of the High 
Court of Justice, ete., ete., and Notes and Decisions thereon (Pridmore 
and Scott), 12th Edition. By W. J. Banyenr and A. W. Porter, both 
of The Supreme Court Taxing Office, Royal Courts of Justice. Waterlow 
and Sons, Ltd. 63s. net. 

Practice.—The Annual Practice, 1922. Being a collection of the 
Statutes, Orders and Rules relating to the General Practice, Procedure 
and Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court, with Notes, ete. By Ricnakp 
Wuire and Grorcr Antuony Kino, M.A., Masters of the Supreme Court, 
and Franets A, Srrincer, late of the Central Office. 40th Annual Issue. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 40s. net. 











by | 
oth 
Con 


folle 


M 
Leed 
of tl 
estat 








ning 
ded. 
ader 
un- 
be 


the 


iters 
the 
0 to 
nust 
the 
pre- 
y be 
‘ism. 
nd a 
leges 
as a 
can 
it, a 
onal 
ned, 
the 


re rs 
ction 
er of 

the 
ntral 
Son, 


g the 
orms, 
ng in 
will 
r, the 
asion 
Acts 
Laws 
r the 
ition, 
force 
most 
made 
range 
+TUss- 
le to 
costs 
y the 
tance 
hand, 
legal 


EANS, 


lls of 
High 
more 
both 
srlow 


| the 
dure 
HARD 
‘ourt, 
'sgue, 








October 8, 1921 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





[Vol. 65.) 849 














Practice.—The ABC Guide to the Practice of the Supreme Court, 
1922. 17th Edition. By F. R. P. Srrincer, of the Central Office. Sweet 
and Maxwell, Ltd. Steveps & Sons, Ltd. 8s, 6d. net. 


Partnership.—The Law of Partnership. By J. ANDREW STRAHAN, 
M.A., LL.B., and Normaw H. O_pnam, B.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. 
2nd Edition by J. A. Srranan. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 10s. net. 


Agricultural Holdings.—Jackson’s Agricultural Holdings. Being the 
Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1908-1921, with Introduction and Explanatory 
Notes and Forms, together with a Manual on Tenant-Right Valuation. 
By W. Hansury Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Sth Edition. 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. Ils. 6d. net. 


Stamp Duties.—The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds and other Instru- 
ments. By E. N. Atre. Revised and Enlarged by Arruur RearaLp 
RuvaAtt, Barrister-at-Law, with Notes on Practice by Herpert WILLIAM 
JoRpDAN. 16th Edition. Jordan & Sons, Ltd. 15s. net. 








New Orders, &c. 
Board of Trade Orders. 


THE MIXED ARBITRAL TRIBUNALS. 


Rvves oF Procepure or THE MIxep ARBITRAL TRIBUNAL BETWEEN THE 
British EMPrre AND BULGARIA UNDER ARTICLE 188 oF THE TREATY 
or NEUILLY-sUR-SEINE. 

Notice is hereby given, that the Rules of Procedure of the Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal between the British Empire and Bulgaria have been published as 
Statutory Rules and Orders, 1921, No. 1458, and copies of the same can be 
purchased (price 5d. net), either directly or through any bookseller, from 
His Majesty's Stationery Office, at the following addresses :—Imperial 
House, Kingsway, London, W.C.2; 28, Abingdon Street, London, S.W.1; 
37, Peter Street, Manchester; 1, St. Andrew's Crescent, Cardiff ; 23, Forth 
Street, Edinburgh; or from E. Ponsonby, Limited, 116, Grafton Street, 
Dublin, or at the Secretariat of the Tribunal, Winchester House, 21, St. 
James’s Square, London, 8.W.1. 


MIXED ARBITRAL TRIBUNAL BETWEEN THE BRITISH EMPIRE 
AND BULGARIA. 


The following announcement is made by the Board of Trade : 

In pursuance of Article 188 of the Treaty of Neuilly-sur-Seine, the Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal between the British Empire and Bulgaria has been 
constituted and is about to commence work in London. The President is 
Mr. B. C. J. Loder, LL.D., Judge of the Supreme Court of the Netherlands ; 
the British Member is Mr. Heber Hart, K.C., LL.D., and the Bulgarian 
Member is Mons. Alexander Ludskanoff, Member of the National Assembly, 
and formerly Secretary of State in Bulgaria. 

As the system of Clearing Offices has not been adopted between the 
United Kingdom and Bulgaria,-claims in respect of disputed debts due by 
Bulgarians to British subjects will be dealt with directly by this Tribunal. 
It has also jurisdiction under Section IV (** Property, Rights and Interests ’’), 
Section V (‘‘ Contracts, Prescriptions, Judgments *’), Section VI (‘* Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal ”’), and Section VII (** Industrial Property”) of Part X 
of the above Treaty. 

By the Treaty the High Contracting Parties have agreed that their courte 
and authorities shall render to the Tribunal direct all the assistance in 
their power, particularly as regards transmitting notices and collecting 
evidence ; and they have also agreed to regard the decisions of the Tribunal 
as final and conclusive and to render them binding upon their nationals. 

Mr. Claud Mullins, barrister-at-law, is the British Secretary. 

[ Gazette, 20th September. 


GermMan Reparation Recovery (No. 12) Orper, 1921, parep 297TH 

SerremBer, 1921, MADE BY THE Boarp or TRADE. 

The Board of Trade, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon them 
by Section 5 of the German Reparation (Recovery) Act, 1921, and of all 
other powers enabling them in that behalf, upon the recommendation of a 
Committee constituted under Section 5 of the said Act, hereby make the 
following Order : 

1. This Order may be cited as the German Reparation Recovery 
(No. 12) Order, 1921. 

2. Any Article of the following description shall be exempt from the 
provisions of the said Act, that is to say, any Article in regard to which 
it is proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Customs and 
Excise that after being consigned to Germany by a person or persons 
not resident in Germany, it is thence consigned to the United Kingdom, 
provided that the said Commissioners are satisfied that it has not under 
gone any process of manufacture in Germany, and has not whilst in 
Germany passed out of the ownership of the person or persons by whom 
it was consigned thereto. 

29th September. [ Gazette, 4th October. 


Mr. William Baildon Craven, of The Oakes, Lidget-park, Roundhay, 
Leeds, of Messrs. Craven & Clegg, solicitors, Leeds, for many years a member 
of the Committee of the Leeds Law Society and President in 1887, left 
estate of gross value £30,999. 


- ° ° 
Societies. 
Service at Westminster Abbey. 
WEDNESDAY, l27rn OCTOBER, 1921. 

On the occasion of the re-opening of the Law Courts, a Special Service 
will be held at Westminster Abbey, at 11.45 a.m., which the Lord Chancellor 
and His Majesty's Judges will attend. 

In order to ascertain what space will be required, members of the Junior 
Bar wishing to be present are requested to send their names to the Secretary 
of the General Council of the Bar, 5, Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, W.C., 
before 4 p.m. on Tuesday, the 11th October. 

Barristers attending the Service must wear robes. All should be at 
the Jerusalem Chamber, Westminster Abbey (Dean's Yard Entrance), 
where robing accommodation will be provided, not later than 11.30 a.m. 

A limited number of seats in the South Transept will be reserved for 
friends of members of the Bar, to whom two tickets of admission will be 
issued on application to the Secretary of the General Council of the Bar, 

No tickets are required for admission to the North Transept, which is 
open to the public. 

GORDON HEWART, 
Attorney-General. 


Westminster Cathedral. 

A Votive Mass of the Holy Ghost (The “ Red Mass") will be said on 
the occasion of the re-opening of the Royal Courts of Justice, on Wednesday, 
the 12th of October, 1921, at 11.30 a.m. His Eminence the Cardinal 
Archbishop will assist. A robing-room will be at Counsel's disposal at the 
Cathedral. 


The Law Society. 
PROVINCIAL MEETING 
The 39th provincial meeting of the Law Society has been held at the 
invitation of the Scarborough Law Society, at Scarborough, during the 
present week. 
RECEPTION. 
On Monday evening the members of the Society and the ladies who 
accompanied them were received by the Mayor (Alderman M. 'T. Whittaker, 
J.P.) and Mayoress at the Town Hall. 


Business MEETING. 


The members met at the Grand Hotel on Tuesday, when the Mayor 
took the chair and welcomed the Society to Scarborough He then vacated 
the position and Mr. J. J. D. Botterell (London, President of the Law 
Society), presided during the remainder of the meeting. 


PRESIDENTS ADDRESS. 


The Presipent read his address as follows : 

It is a great honour and pleasure to me to find myself occupying the 
Presidential Chair on this, the first occasion on which the Law Society has 
held its Provincial Meeting at Scarborough. 

Many of my professional associations are with this North Country, and 
Lam very glad of this oppértuity of revisiting it. I should like also, before 
proceeding to the several questions dealt with in my Address, to express 
to the Scarborough Law Society and its officers the very sincere appreciation 
which is felt by the Law Society as a whole, and particularly by those 
members of it who have found themselves able to attend here on this 
occasion, for the kindness and enterprise which have prompted the Scars 
borough Society and its officers to intite the Law Society to hold their 
meeting here. "We realise fully the enormous amount of hard work which 
a meeting of this character throws upon those called upon to arrange it, 
and we are deeply grateful for all that has been done for us, 


MINISTRY OF JUSTICE 

You will remember that at a Special General Meeting of this Society, 
held in January, 1918, one of my ablest predecessors in this chair (Mr. 
Samuel Garrett) delivered an address in which he advocated the establish 
ment of a new Department of State charged with the duty of “ focussing, 
co-ordinating and systematising the whole Legal business of the Country.” 
He thought that these duties should be removed from the Lord Chancellor 
and committed to a Ministry of Justice presided over by a Minister, wholly 
divorced himself from judicial functions, but charged with the duty of 
seeing that those functions were properly fulfilled, and provided with 
machinery fitted for their needs. Mr. Garrett made out an excellent 
case for the creation of a Ministry of Justice assuming that we were framing 
a new, or re-casting our present, Constitution 

Nothing of a concrete nature, so far, has emanated from Mr. Garrett's 
proposals. It is true that soon after the delivery of his address a depart 
mental committee entitled ‘The Machinery of Government ‘ommittee,” 
presided over by Lord Haldane, took this subject amongst others into 
consideration, and reported upon it The Committee itself was appointed 
by the then existing Minister of Reconstruction who, fortunately or 
unfortunately for us, no longer exists. The Committee considered that the 
Lord Chancellor should still continue to conduct many of the matters 








for which he has always been responsible, but they thought it was essential 
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that the general work of administrati 1é tion with J 

pass to a Minister of Justice There seemed in their opinion t ‘ reason 
why the Home S tary should not becor tl Minister and be relieved 
of functions pertaining ther Nati The Committee thought 
that the Lord Chance r should be lov i staff sufficient t enable him 
to keep himself closely in mee r itters necessary to enable him to 
vet as principal | uly ‘ vernment. They thought that his 
work should be in clos ‘ nt relation with that of the Minister of 
Justice, and expressed t ew that the Lord incellor Minister 
of Justice when t ‘ it to be ) rk closely t ther, and 
they saw no reason why i hould be dif i Their su was that 
the Minister of Justice should sit in the House Commons, ‘ ible 
to those who had 1 tions to make Besick hi ‘ ! tr ion of the 
staffs of the varioug Courts in England the Committee consider that his 
Department should contain experts, charged with the duty of watchi 
over the interests law reform, and of studying the development 
subject at home and abroad, 

The suggestion that part of the work of the Lord Chancellor connected 
with the Administrati f Justice hould be allocated to the Home 
Secretary, the latter then | ming tl Minister of Justice, does not seem 
to me to be calculated to assist the work st present performed either by the 
Lord Chancellor or the Home Secretary, and would, in my opinion, lead 
inevitably to friction between their respective departments. ‘Tt is incon 
trovertible that it is one, if not the t portant, of the duties of a Stat 
to provide for and safeguard the « ( stration of Justice and all 
which that expressi notes. ' lis country we are fortunate in 
having that administrati lex y a Minister of the exalted rank of 
the Lord Chancellor he Lord Chancellor is the oldest in standing of the 
Ministers of the Crown, and, as the Committee to which I have referred 
correctly state, the office of Lord Chancellor is one deeply rooted in the 
traditions of the Nation, Throughout the world, the absolute impartiality 
and integrity of British Justice, and the honesty ofits administration, are 
fully recognised, and it is only fair to attribute this happy state of affairs 
in alarge measure to the system which it is now proposed to alter 


of the 


One of the great merit f the present tem is, that we can always rely 
upon the Minister responsible r the e and proper administration of 
Justice being a lawver of ind thoroughly ac quainted 
with legal matters, wher © proposer heme were carried out the 
Minister of Justice might n Lwyt 1, but merely a successful 


politician with! il administration, whieh 


in my judgment would be ve Le f not a hazardous, possibility 

In the Lord Chane: ! tv , although not in name, a 
very officient Minister ‘ l rm itisfactorily the highly 
important dut | im not a \ ate crapping an 
existing system one 8 
sonse of what mi by more mm te ‘ gument that 
in many other « ntrh , pr ‘ " inistry of Justice, is 
not to my mind ll nelusive that new department under that name 
is desirable here. 

We at the Law Society have a great ck do with the Lord Chancellor 
and his permanent Secretary, and whatever may have been the experience 
in the more or less distant past, | am satisfied that, nowadays, any on 
competent to make suggestions for the improvement of the Administratior 
of Justice in be certain that any such su tions will be fairly nsidered 
if submitted to the Lord Chancellor 

The Council have made from time to time ‘ " tions which 
on every vwcasion have been prompt ma yi ( considered 
by the Lord Chancellor of the day; and ins ( es adopted. 

It is, however, admitted on all hands tha | ind responsi bilitic 
now imposed on the Lord Chancellor are ‘ d more « ple than 
Ly should be called upon t 
undertake. This being the general opinion, venture to suggest, as an 
posals put forward, that the 
Lord Chancellor should remain, as at present, the Minister of Justice, and 
that, in the first place, he should be relieved of such of his present duties a 
ire entirely unconnected with the Administration of Justice, and with his 
State and political functions, by transferring what I may call these outside 
duties to one or other of the existing Departments of State. And, in the 
second place, that his Secretarial staff should be acdequat iner od 

I do not, of course, know the views of the Lord Chancellor upon the 
subject, or whether this suggestion, if carried out, would sufficiently relieve 
him. I make it, therefore, with great diftidence, but I think that in some 
such course as I suggest might be found the best solution of an extremely 
important and interesting problem. 


any man, however able and energetic he n 


alternative to the ambitious and drasti« pr 


LAw OF Prorerty Bru. 


Referring to this Bill, I do not propose again to deal with its provisions 
in detail, as my predecessor, Mr. Morton, in his address to us at Liverpool, 
gave us @ valuable exposition of its main provisions and effects. 1 think, 
however, that a short summary of the Bill, which, if passed, will cause a 
very considerable alteration in and simplification af the practice of 
conveyancing, might be useful. 

I am to a large extent indebted to my friend Sir Walter Trower, who 
has taken a keen interest in the Bill, and whose intimate knowledge of 
the subject entitles him to speak with great authority, for the following 
summary of the provisions of the Bill: 

Part I assimilates so far as possible the transfer of land to the transfer 
of stock by providing that there should be simple conveyances from 

A to B, all subsidiary interests being kept off the title. 





Part Il amends and enlarges the powers of a tenant for life under 
the Settled Land Acts so as, in effect, to give him the same powers of 
sale, leasing and disposal as an owner in fee¢ simple, subject only to the 
preservation of capital in the hands of the Trustees. 

Part 111 amends the Conveyancing Acts so as to bring them into 
line with the provisions of Part I, and to cure defects discovered in the 
working of those Acts. 

Part [V amends the Trustee Acts with the same objects. 

Parts V and VI abolish copyhold and customary tenures, a very 
desirable, and in fact, necessary reform, having regard to the main 
purpose of the Bill. 

Part VII converts perpetually renewable leaseholds into terms of 
2.000 years. 

Part VILL makes the real and personal estate of an intestate devolve 
together. 

In the result (1) the surviving spouse where there is issue, takes the 
personal chattels and a first charge of £1,000—which in more than 90 per 
cent. of cases will exhaust the intestate’s estate. 

(2) The surviving spouse takes a life interest in the residue if there 
is no issue, or a life interest in one-half if there is issue. 

(3) The issue take the residue on attaining the age of 2] or on marriage. 

Parts IX and X make the amendments to the Land Transfer Acts 
1875 and 1897 found necessary by the experience of the working of those 
Acts. Incidentally they provide that the extension of compulsory 
registration to the country shall be postponed for ten years from the 
commencement of the Act, and shall not then be capable of taking 
effect until an enquiry has been held and a report made in favour of 
the extension, at which enquiry all necessary parties are to be heard, 
The extension also requires the positive approval of both Houses of 
Parliament. 

Part XI contains general definitions and the schedules contain 

machinery for the purpose of carrying into effect the principles embodied 

in the Bill. 

As the Bill originally stood the clause making registration compulsory 
was to come into effect immediately on the passing of the Bill. It provided 
that an Order in Council extending the system of compulsory registration 
to any county could be made in draft, that upon such draft Order being 
made a County Council or a local Law Society could demand a public 
enquiry, and that after the enquiry if a favourable report was obtained, 
the Order was to be laid on the table of both Houses, when, if an address 
in either House was carried, the Order could be made forthwith. 

The view which the Council took was that if the law of real 
ind personal estate were assimilated, and if the provisions of the 
Bill were passed under which all settlements were kept off the title and only 
transfers of the legal estate had to be enquired into, registration of title 
would become entirely unnecessary. We represented these facts to the 
Lord Chancellor, and as a result we were able to arrive at an agreement 
with him to the effect, not merely that the Act should not come into fore 
until the Ist January, 1923, but that the provisions with regard to com- 
pulsory registration should be postponed for a period of ten years from 
that date. 

Before acquiescing in this compromise the Council were careful to take 
the best expert advice available, and they also submitted the question 
ndividually to the Provincial Law Societies with the result that we are 
confident that the terms which have been arranged are satisfactory in the 
interest as well of the public as of the profession. 

The Council informed the Lord Chancellor that they and the Provincial 
Law Societies were opposed to the extension of officialism and bureaucracy 
und the great expense they would involve, and that they hoped before the 
ten years expired it would be established beyond question that the law, 
is amended, would meet every requirement, and accordingly that the com- 
pulsory registration provision might be repealed. They stated also that 
they would be content at the expiration of the trial period to abide by the 
result of a full enquiry into the merits of the two systems. 

I'he Lord Chancellor, in reply, stated that he was willing in that spirit 
to leave that which proved the best system to prevail in the end, and in the 
meantime that he welcomed and appreciated the support of the Law Society. 

I regret that owing to the pressure of time it became impossible to pass 
the Bill through the House of Commons during the recent session of Parlia- 
ment. There can be little doubt, however, that the Bill will be brought 
forward again at the earliest possible opportunity. 


TRIBUNALS OF Enquiry (Evipence) Act. 


One matter which I feel it incumbent upon me to mention is the trend 
of modern legislation to set up extra-Judicial Tribunals and to exclude 
barristers and solicitors from audience before them. Several recent 
Statutes, such as the Coal Industries (Commission) Act of 1919, the Wages 
Act of 1918, and the Industrial Courts Act of 1920 display this tendency, 
but unquestionably the most glaring instance of it is to be found in the 
Tribunals of Enquiry (Evidence) Act of the present year. 

The Bill upon which the Act is founded was introduced by the Government 
for the purpose of setting up a Tribunal to deal with certain questions which 
had arisen at the Ministry of Munitions. It provided that the Tribugal 
should have the powers of the High Court with regard to the attendance of 
witnesses, Compelling the production of documents, and punishment for 
contempt, and it provided that the Tribunal should have power to allow, 
or refuse to allow, the public or any pottion of the public to be present at 
any of the proceedings, and to authorise the representation before them of 
any person appearing to them to be interested to be by Counsel, or Solicitor, 
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or otherwise ; or to refuse to allow such representation. I submit that a 
Bill containing these provisions would have been thoroughly objectionable 
from a constitutional point of view, even had it been limited to the particular 
enquiry with regard to which it was intended to deal, but the Government 
were not satisfied thus to limit it. It occurred to them that possibly, and 
probably from time to time in the future, they or some other Government 
would find it desirable to designate some particular matter as of urgent 
public importance and to appoint a Tribunal to deal with it. They, 
therefore, extended the Bill accordingly and proposed to confer upon not 
merely the Tribunal in question at the moment but all future Tribunals 
the same powers as those to which I have referred. 


The Bill as thus altered was introduced into the House of Commons on 
a Monday and passed through all its stages in that House on the following 
day. Fortunately, it was possible for the Law Society to intervene before 
it reached the House of Lords, and as a result certain amendments wert 
introduced into the Bill which to some extent had the effect of modifying 
its most objectionable provisions. 

The point, however, which I desire to make is, that it is exceedingly 
undesirable in the public interest that these extra-Judicial Tribunals should 
be extended more than is absolutely necessary, and that if they are appointed 
the parties called upon to appear before them should not be deprived 
of their rights to appear by ordinary constitutional methods. 

Another subject to which I should like to draw attention is the very 
obscure wording frequently indulged in by the draughtsmen of modern 
Acts of Parliament. In this connection I might instance, by way of example, 
the Finance Acts and the Rent Restrictions Acts, the interpretation of 
some of the clauses of which is the despair, not only of the practitioner, 
but also of the Judges themselves, Surely it is within the power of th 
learned draughtsmen, who are gentlemen of great ability and experience, 
to express the theaning and intention of Acts of Parliament in ordinary 
English language, readily understandable by the community at large. 
The practice of legislating by reference to other Acts of Parliament seems 
also objectionable (although in many cases no doubt practically unavoidable) 
as causing unnecessary labour to those having to advise upon them, and 
occasionally bringing about results not contemplated by the Legislature. 


Souicirors’ REMUNERATION. 


My predecessor, Mr. Morton, in his address to you at Liverpool last 
year, dealt to some extent with the subject of Solicitors’ remuneration 
and particularly he advocated the desirability of legalising more fully 
the delivery of lump sum Bills of Cost. 

You will remember that in June of 1920, the Rule Committee, under 
the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, made an order authorising the 
delivery of a lump sum Bill, but inserted in the order a proviso that the 
client could require the delivery of a detailed Bill of Charge if such demand 
were made within twelve months of the delivery of the lump sum Bill or 
within one month after its payment whereupon the detailed Bill would 
become subject to taxation in the ordinary way. This order has to some 
extent, I believe been made use of, and it is of course an improvement on 
the old law that nothing was a “ bill of costs charges and disbursements 
within the meaning of the Solicitors’ Act, 1843, unless it set out the ordinary 
priced and detailed items. As you know subject to the Order of June, 1920, 
alump sum Bill may be challenged by the client at any time, and its taxation 
is not limited to twelve months after its delivery. 

Solicitors are practically the only professional body who cannot claim 
for their services a fee in their opinion commensurate with the skill, labour 
and responsibility which those services involve. 

The practice of delivering a lump sum Bill, now extensively followed, 
should be legalised, always reserving to the client for a limited time after 
delivery the right of having the Bill submitted to a Taxing Master if the 
client considers the amount excessive, in which event the Solicitor would 
have to justify the charge before payment could be enforced. The Council 
therefore drafted a Bill, to give a Solicitor the right when delivering his 
charges of electing to be remunerated by a single fee. The Bill provided 
that this fee should be subject to taxation if the client so desired but pro 
vided that on taxation the Taxing Master should have regard (amongst 
other things) to the skill, labour, experience, special exertion and responsi- 
bility involved in the business on the part of the Solicitor. The Billdoes not 
propose to alter the existing law in cases where any costs are recoverable 
from the client by any person other than the client’s own Solicitor or payabl 
to the client by any other person. This practice of a lump sum Bill on the 
one hand would save the Solicitor in the vast majority of cases the time and 
trouble of preparing involved and lengthy detailed bills of costs, the prepara 
tion of which is paid for by the client, and the client on the other hand th 
time and consequent irritation of reading them. 

When in June 1920 the Lord Chancellor acquiesced in the order to which 
I have referred, he stated that experience of it would assist him in con 
sidering whether it should be extended, and he mentioned the period{of twelve 
months as the time he would like to name for the purpose. Accordingly 
at the beginning of the summer, the Council approached his Lordship with a 
request that he would consider the matter again and the Lord Chancellor 
at once replied that in order to justify him in introducing legislation, it 
would be necessary to appoint a Committee to advise him on the subject 
A Committee was appointed and has, I believe, taken a considerable amount 
of evidence. It is presided over by Mr. Justice Russell. and Sir William 
Plender. the Public Trustee, and my predecessor in this Chair, amongst 
other well-known business men, were appointed members of it 





Whatever may be the result of their deliberations, the profession is 
indebted to the Lord Chancellor for his sympathetic consideration of our 
request and for appointing such a thoroughly representative Committee to 
enquire into it. 

Frees To COUNSEL. 


You will probably remember that during the whole of the year 1913 
down to the date of the outbreak of war, discussions took place between 
the Law Society and the General Council of the Bar, with regard to Counsel's 
fees and particularly with regard to that rule which the Bar have always 
laid down, that no matter what may be the fee marked on the Leader's 
Brief, the Junior's Brief shall be marked with a fee of two-thirds of the 
Leader's fee. 

The only definite outcome of the discussions was a ruling on the part 
of the Bar Council that in cases where two Leaders within the Bar (#.¢., two 
King’s Counsel) are briefed, that fact is to be a special circumstance entitling 
the second Leader and the Junior to accept, if they think fit, fees which 
do not bear the accustomed proportion of two-thirds to that of the first 
Leader, so long as the fees they accept are of such an amount as would 
wrdinarily be marked, having regard to the importance of the case, and as 
between themselves bear the accustomed proportion. 

The Bar Council, it is true, issued the further useful notification that 
they did not recognise any claim that the fees marked on the brief delivered 
for one party to an action must be the same as those marked on a brief 
delivered for an opponent in the same action. 

This last notification was, as I have said, a useful one, because as you 
and I know, there can be no doubt whatever that barristers’ clerks had a 
way, and as far as I can make out, still have, of ascertaining which barrister 
is opposing them, and telling his clerk what fee has been marked on their 
brief, so as to give him an opportunity of demanding the same fee. No one, 
however, on behalf of the Bar has ever made a definite claim that the 
barrister on one side is entitled to the same fee as the barrister on the other. 
The Bar Council therefore in making the notification referred to, in no way 
iltered any Bar rule, but merely, by their notification, declared the position, 

The Council were not satisfied as to the sufficiency of the ruling of the 
Bar Council of the 10th June 1913, which dealt only, and that not satis 
factorily, with the case in which two Leaders and a Junior were engaged, 
but made no modification in cases with which we are mostly familiar, in 
which perhaps a Junior of ordinary standing, before being briefed, and 
ilthough willing to accept a fee which was on the face of it adequate, 
finding himself led by a Senior who had demanded a very high fee, con 
sidered himself bound by the etiquette of the Bar to insist upon the fee, 
which but for this circumstance he would have been quite willing to accept, 
being raised to two-thirds of that of his Leader. 

It is cases such as these which cause real vexation and annoyance to 
both Solicitor and client, and it is the Solicitor of course who has to bear 
the brunt of the client's dissatisfaction when, at the end of even a successful 
litigation, he finds he has to pay a large sum for Counsel's fees disallowed 
on taxation, 

Early in 1914 representations to this effect were made to the Bar Council, 
when there was discussed the question of whether it would be possible to 
limit the right of the Junior to a two-thirds proportion of only the ordinary 
fee in cases where only two Counsel are briefed, and the Leader has 
demanded and been marked a fee in excess of that which would ordinarily 
be marked, having regard to the importance of the case. The Council 
made certain definite suggestions, which 1 need not go into, varying the 
Junior's proportion of the leader's fee. 

The General Council of the Bar, or rather the Committee which had the 
matter under consideration, made certain counter-proposals which differed 
in principle from those made by the Council of the Law Society, in that 
the latter had sought to lay it down that RPE ial fees, that is to say, fees 
in excess of those which would be marked to an ordinary Leader, should 
be disregarded, while the General CouneiJ of the Bar were only prepared 
to consider a modified proportion of those special fees, but declined to 
consider at all the suggestion that they should be disregarded altogether 
in arriving at the Junior's fe« 

At this stage war broke out. Many Barristers and Solicitors left to 
erve their country, and it was agreed that the abnormal conditions, 
created by the war, were such as to render impossible any further discussion 
or negotiation 

Now that the war has been officially declared to be ended and the 
Barristers and Solicitors who have survived the struggle are back again 
at work, I cannot help thinking that the time has arrived when we might 
with advantage revive the discussion. 

A typical case recently occurred in my own practice where my successful 
client had to pay out of his own pocket, on the costs being taxed, a sum 
of over £3,000 of disallowed Counsel's fees, mainly incurred by the observance 
of the rule of etiquette to which I have been taking exception. 

Soxicrrors’ CLERKS. 

You will have seen by a reference to this matter in the Annual Report, 
that during the past twelve months the Council have been discussing the 
question of the adequacy of the salaries paid by Solicitors to their Clerks. 
Che matter is one with regard to which I have been specially concerned, 
in view of the fact that when a Joint Board was set up in London, consisting 
of representatives of the Law Society and of the clerks in London, they 
did me the special honour, which I much appreciated, instead of appointing 
in outside Chairman, of appointing me to that position. 

The discussions on the Joint Board were uniformly of the most friendly 
nature. We issued one or two general intimations to the profession that 
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where having regard to the large increase in the cost of living (as a result 
of the war) adequate increases in salary had not already been made, 
Solicitors should take into careful consideration the increased cost of living 
and where possible make adequate increases in their clerks’ salaries. 

On the employers’ side of the board we expressed ourselves also perfectly 
willing to consider and make representations with regard to any individual 
cases of hardship which might be submitted to the Joint Board. The 
clerks’ representatives, anticipating what they described as possible 
victimisation, the possibility of which we did not admit, submitted to us 
a scheme under which every clerk should be placed in one of a number 
of grades each of which grades should have allocated to it a fixed minimum 
salary specified in the scheme. 

The majority of the Council felt themselves unable to entertain these 
suggestions. It seemed to them that it was impossible to attach any 
particular minimum salary, such as suggested, to any particular grade for 
universal application in the Metropolitan area owing to the differing 
circumstances of each Solicitor. The earnings of Solicitors themselves 
varied so considerably that the value of the work, say, of a Managing 
Clerk in one office, of necessity varied, not according only to his industry 
and ability, but also by the amount of work in the particular office, so that 
it was obvious that a Solicitor in a small way of business and only earning 
himself, perhaps, say, £400 a year could not afford to pay his clerks at the 
same rate as a Solicitor who was earning, say, £4,000, or even more. They 
felt that a salary quite fair and reasonable in one office might be excessive 
in another, and that it was impossible to formulate a scale applicable to 
Solicitors in large practices, and to those in small practices. 

I casnot help thinking also that from the point of view of the clerks, the 
acheme suggested on their behalf was not altogether to their advantage. 
The best of clerks are not necessarily of the nature of good wine which 
improves with age. Many clerks more or less past their work are kept on 
at a comparatively low wage, who would probably be discharged if the 
employer felt himself compelled to pay them even the minimum wage 
suggested for their particular grade. The schemes to which I refer for this 
and other reasons are calculated, if adopted, to tend to unemployment. 

The Council of the Law Society and indeed their constituents, the members 
in general, are | am sure anxious in every way possible to encourage the 
good feeling which undoubtedly exists in the profession between employers 
and employed, and so far as I am concerned I[ shall endeavour to assist it 
by every means in my power, as I think myself that some of us are very 
apt to under-estimate the value of our clerks’ services and of the responsible 
work which they do for us. ; 

At the moment the deliberations of the London Joint Board have arrived 
at a deadlock, but I am still hopeful that some modified scheme may be 
suggested, mutually satisfactory to both sides. 

Many Solicitors are inclined to resent any outside interference between 
themselves and their respective staffs and in some cases object to their 
clerks joining any Federation or Association—I for my part do not share 
this feeling. The principle of collective bargaining, so long as it is confined 
within legitimate limits, such as rates of pay and conditions of service, has 
its advantages, and is now almost universally adopted (although at one 
time hotly contested) in manufacturing and commercial concerns. Whilst 
there are obvious difficulties in its extension to professional businesses 
yet I do not think that these difficulties should be found insuperable. 

The Federation of Law Clerks however, besides this scheme for grading 
and minimum wages, have been disposed to go further and to put forward 
claims which cannot be discussed with them because they concern Solicitors 
alone. I refer to the demand that the qualifications which have always 
been required for the practice of the Law should be further modified in 
favour of the clerks. Now I sayemphatically that the tendency of a well 
governed State should be to increase rather than diminish the qualifications 
of its lawyers. With this object in view we have recently asked the Lord 
Chancellor to introduce a Bill, which we have prepared, and which will, 
if it becomes law, have the effect of raising the standard of the preliminary 
examination in general knowledge, a matter to which we attach the greatest 
importance. One of the clauses in the Bill provides for the attendance of 
articled clerks, for at least one year before they are admitted, at some 
recognised school of law, except where special circumstances call for 
exemption, which in proper cases the appropriate Committee of the Council 
will be empowered to recommend to the Judges, with whom the final decision 
rosts. 

There have been suggestions on the part of the Federation of Law Clerks 
of some opposition to this Bill, but 1 cannot help hoping, and indeed 
believing, that when they have actually seen the Bill they will not only 
abandon the idea of any such action, but will on consideration, more 
especially such of them as may have the intention of qualifying themselves 
for the profession, welcome a proposal which tends to raise the educational 
standard of the profession which, after all, is, or should be, a learned 
profession, andsoimproveits status and increase its value to the community. 


Fusion oF THE PRoreEssion. 


Some few months since a Bill was introduced into the House of Commons 
entitled “The Legal Practitioners Bill” intended to unify both branches 
of the legal profession in England and Wales. 

It was introduced by a Solicitor and supported amongst others by a 
Solicitor, I need hardly say that it was not submitted to the Council of 
the Law Society, who would certainly not have introduced or approved 
the introduction of such a Bill without in the first instance consulting all 
the members of the Society, and indeed of the profession. 
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This subject of fusion has been considered on many occasions in the 
history of the Law Society, sometimes at Provincial Pleetings and some- 
times at General Meetings of the Society. Resolutions of a more or less 
half-hearted nature have been passed sometimes one way and sometimes the 
other, but I have no hesitation in stating that there is no such public or 
professional demand as to justify legislation on the subject. At one time 
there was a certain hardship felt by Solicitors because barristers were 
entitled to become Solicitors with greater facility than they themselves 
could go to the Bar. Any such hardship however has long since been 
removed. We are all aware that in America, in many foreign countries, 
and in some of our own colonies, Barristers and Solicitors are entitled in 
common to do all the acts which Barristers and Solicitors together can do 
here. In practice we know as a fact that in America and elsewhere 
advocacy is practically reserved to the advocate members of the firm and 
the remainder of the work is left to those who, like Solicitors in this country, 
remain for the most part in their offices and interview their clients. If the 
object of the promoters of the Billis to reduce legal costs, all I can say is that, 
from my experience of such costs in other countries, and especially in 
America, no encouragement is to be found in that direction. 

The Bill contained a provision that all judicial offices or public appoint- 
ments hitherto reserved to one or the other branch of the legal profession, 
should be open to all legal practitioners as soon as the Bill passed. 

Now I certainly agree that we Solicitors do not receive anything like our 
fair proportion of the more valuable legal appointments, although I am 
very glad to observe that, only in the last two or three months, Solicitors 
have been appointed to the positions of Solicitor to the Board of Inland 

tevenue and Solicitor to the Post Office. 

There are many Solicitors quite competent owing to their legal attain- 
ments, experience, and social qualifications, to perform admirably the 
duties discharged by the occupants of minor judicial posts ; and it certainly 
seems inexpedient that the public should continue to be deprived of their 
services merely because they are Solicitors and not Barristers. The removal 
of this particular disqualification is however quite a different matter from 
a fusion of the two branches of the profession. 

Some years ago I was instructed by a Foreign Government to report 
upon the matter I am now discussing. I went into the subject exhaustively 
and I came to the conclusion that however well a fusion of the two branches 
might work in other countries, it would not be advantageous in this country 
either to the public in general, or to Solicitors in particular, One result 
I think would be to concentrate business in the hands of large firms with 
many partners to the detriment of Solicitors in small practices. 

This Bill has in Parliamentary language been “ dropped "’, thus sharing 
the fate of many of these eccentric efforts of private members. It is of 
course undesirable to curtail unduly the right of private members to initiate 
legislation, but having regard to the high cost of paper, printing, etc., 
amounting I understand on the average to considerably over £100 for each 
of these Bills, which expense falls upon the unfortunate taxpayer, some 
precautions seem to be called for to prevent abuse of the privilege in 
question. 

VACATIONS. 

That hardy annual—the Long Vacation—has, as usual, come up for 
discussion once more. From all I can gather, the Profession is by no means 
unanimous on the question of whether the Long Vacation should be further 
shortened. To those fortunate solicitors who browse in the pleasant 
pastures of a conveyancing practice, the matter is one of indifference, and 
the same remark, I think, applies to essentially rural practices. On the 
other hand, those solicitors who carry on a business mainly concerned with 
the collection of trade and other debts, would probably welcome the total 
abolition not only of the Long, but all the other Vacations as well. The 
point really concerns those solicitors who are principally engaged in ordinary 
litigious matters. I doubt if they think that the Long Vacation should be 
curtailed. In an extensive practice the first fortnight of the Vacation is 
taken up in clearing up many outstanding matters arising out of cases 
which have only just been disposed of by the Courts. The last fortnight 
is taken up with preparations for the ensuing Sittings, thus leaving a bare 
six weeks of holiday, which, after all, is not a clear holiday, as in that period 
Bills of Costs have to be prepared, taxations disposed of by agreement 
between the respective solicitors, papers sorted out and filed away, the 
holidays of the staff arranged, and the hundred and one other things well 
known to solicitors disposed of. In my own experience I have found from 
these various causes my own vacation occasionally cut down to some three 
weeks, or even less. 

A far more desirable reform than shortening the Long Vacation, in my 
opinion, would be the equalisation of the Hilary and Trinity Sittings. This 
can only, I presume, be effected by making Easter a fixed festival, a course 
to which I see no objection, either on ecclesiastical or other grounds. An 
early Easter makes the Hilary Sittings very short and the Trinity Sittings 
unduly long, and vice versd when Easter is late, an undesirable result for 
many reasons in both cases. There is, I believe, a considerable body of 
feeling in favour of this reform, and I am glad of this opportunity of 
expressing my views on the subject. 

Membersuir oF Tue Socrery. 

I conclude this address by discussing a question of more domestic interest, 
but one nevertheless of great importance, and that is, by what means can 
we increase the membership of the Society? You will find in the Annual 
Report a short reference to the question whether it would be possible to 
require that all practising Solicitors should become members of the Law 
Society. 
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Although the reference to the matter is a very brief one, it must not be 
assumed that the consideration which was given it has been in the least 
degree jx rfunctory ; in fact such consideration has occupied a large part of 
the deliberations of the Council during the past twelve months. 

The advocates for compulsion, led by my friend Mr. Nesbitt, whose 
valuable labours as Chairman of the Committee considering the subject 
deserve special mention, put forward as the main object of compulsory 
membership the more effective control which the Society would then 
exercise over the conduct of Solicitors. Their proposals were that every 
Solicitor taking out a practising certificate should, so long as he held that 
certificate, be and continue to be of necessity a member of the Law Society 
without election or any other qualification. It was proposed also that the 
Council should be put in a position to entertain any complaint that a 
Solicitor had been guilty of conduct discreditable to the profession not 
amounting to professional misconduct (with which of course the Discipline 
Committee now deal) with power, if they should be of opinion that such 
complaint was well founded, to admonish, or censure, the member 
complained of. 

If compulsory membership were brought about, it would, of course, 
involve the payment of a membership subscription, so increasing the 
income of the Society and throwing the expense of the work which the 
ouncil now do, with the support only of those who are members of the 
Society, upon the profession at large. 

The idea that the income of the Society would thus be increased, and that 
the profession as a whole would contribute to that increase, is certainly 
attractive, but the main question, it seems to me, is not one of income, 
but rather, whether any considerable advantage would accrue to the pro 
fession, by changing the constitution of the Society from its present 
voluntary nature to one of a compulsory character. The arguments, 
which I need not further particularise here, for and against the proposal, 
were submitted to the Provincial Law Societies, and their replies were of 
such a doubtful character that the Council decided that there was no such 
demand for the change as would justify them in promoting the necessary 
legislation, a decision with which I cordially agreed. I have heard it 
frequently asserted that a yoluntary army is better than a conscripted one, 
and the same may be said of any body of men. 

At the same time, and in common with all my colleagues on the Council, 
I feel very strongly that every member of the profession ought to be a 
member of the Society, both from the point of view of his duty, and also 
of his personal interest. I put duty first as I would rather make an appeal 
to my fellow Solicitors on the higher ground, as in my experience we, as 
a body, do not, when made conscious of it, shirk our duty, as was abundantly 
shewn by the profession during the late war. 

It is the paramount duty of every Solicitor to increase by all the means 
in his power the prestige of the profession and I maintain that this can 
best be done by supporting the Law Society, to whom has been committed 
by its Charters, and also by the Legislature, the government and oversight 
of the profession. It is obviously unfair that the carrying out of these 
duties should be borne only by a section, however important and repre 
sentative it may be of the profession at large, to say nothing of throwing 
upon that section the necessary cost thereby incurred, all of which is now 
defrayed by the members of the Society alone. 

Another obvious result would be that, if the Council could speak as the 
mouthpiece of practically the whole profession, its influence, great as it is 
at present, would be still greater, and more beneficial to all concerned. 

With regard to the point of individual interest, I would observe that 
membership of the Society tends to promote a stronger and more intimate 
feeling of fellowship between the individual Solicitor and his professional 
brethren throughout the country, and moreover gives him a recognised 
position in the eyes of the public, which is of itself a great benefit to him in 
his professional career. Furthermore the Law Society provides for its 
members a magnificent library and also the amenities of a first-rate Social 
Club with its Hall (fully supplied with newspapers, etc.), common room, 
dining, refreshment and smoking rooms, and all for the modest subscription 
of three guineas for town members and half that sum for country members. 
There is no Club in England which provides its members with so many 
advantages for such a paltry sum, as does the Law Society, and I feel sure 
that if all these matters were really taken into careful consideration our 
membership would be increased by many thousands. 

The Committee to which I have referred is still sitting charged with the 
duty of exploring the best means by which our membership can be increased 
without destroying the character of the Society as a voluntary 
association, but I should like to see the labours of that Committee happily 
ended by a very large and immediate increase in our membership. In 
the meantime the Committeewill gladly receive and give their best considera- 
tion to any suggestions that any member may think proper to send them 
upon the subject. 

In conclusion it gives me much pleasure to add that notwithstanding 
the losses suffered by the profession during the war, the membership of 
the Society is higher to-day than it has ever been, and considerably in 
excess of what it was in 1913. 

Mr. F. Bepwett (President of the Scarborough Law Society) moved 
a vote of thanks to Mr. Botterell, observing that he agreed heartily in his 
remarks on the proposal for a Ministry of Justice. The profession was 
far better off in the hands of the Lord Chancellor, who was always an 
eminent lawyer, as the President had pointed out. If a Minister of Justice 
were appointed, no doubt—following the example of previous appointments 
—his chief qualification would be that he should possess entire ignorance 
of the subjects with which he woul have to deal. The present was a very 
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human Lord Chancellor. As to clerks, he thought they were all agreed 
that good feelin hould be fostered between employer and employed, 
but that certainly the division between the clerk and the solicitor should 


not be got rid of, and that the qualifications for entry into the profession 
should, if anything, be raised. By that means only could the best interests 
of the profession be served. 

Mr. 8. 8S. Seat (London) said he agreed entirely with the President in 
the opinion that the suggestion for a Ministry of Justice was not tenable. 
It would have thrown upon it the duty of appointing the members of the 
judicial bench, a matter of the very greatest importance. Even under 
the present system, many of the appointments which were made were 
very much regretted by the profession. The effective method would be 
that there should be some competent authority or power which should 
delegate to it this responsibility. He thought there could be nothing 
more pernicious and foolish than to depute it to a Minister of Justice, who 
would probably have no qualification whatever for the work. 

On the motion of Mr. Bepwetu a vote of thanks to the President for 
his address was carried with acclamation. 

Next Ywar’s Meerina 

The Secretary (Mr. E. R. Cook) read a letter from the Hon, Secretary 
of the Leeds Law Society, inviting the Seciety to hold their provincial 
meeting next year at Leeds. 

The Prestpent said that the invitation would be brought before the 
Council, when it, no doubt, would be accepted. 

Soxtcrrors’ REMUNERATION. 

Mr. R. C. Nesrirr (London) read a paper on this subject, in the course 
of which, after referring to the statutes of 1729 and 1840, he said : 

Suggested legislation was before the House of Lords between 1843 and 
1870, and I find that on the 10th March, 1865, the Lord Chancellor referred 
to the anomaly under which any man employing a surveyor, architect or 
engineer was enabled to enter into a contract with him as to the remunera- 
tion which he should receive, while the solicitor and client were debarred 
from making any such contract. He stated that the then present mode 
of remuneration was productive of injury to both parties, as the longer 
the time employed in performing the business, the greater would be the 
solicitor’s remuneration. He added that if some power could be placed 
in the hands of solicitors whereby they would be authorised to enter into 
arrangements with their clients, they might be safely trusted to devise 
some mode of remuneration which wouid not only give them a fair return 
for their skill and time, but would enable them to act in a spirit more 
satisfactory to their clients, and he added that such an arrangement would 
tend to the advantage not only of the clients but also of the profession 
itself, for he knew nothing that had done more harm to the profession of 
the law as a science than the objectionable manner in which attorneys 
had been remunerated. 

The anomaly is forcibly commented on in a small volume of letters 
written in 1857 by Mr. Joshua Williams, the eminent conveyancer, in 
which I find he puts the question of costs in the forefront of his argument 
on lawyers and law reform and says : 

“When you want a house built or repaired, you employ a builder, 
and make the best contract with him that you can, but with all your 
foresight, there are sure to be many little items left unprovided for, and 
the matter can be settled by a jury, but with your lawyer it is otherwise. 
You trust him with your family secrets, with matters which, if divulged, 
might injure your reputation or ruin your credit—you expect him to 
stand by you, to think Tor you, to take that most disagreeable thing, 
trouble, off your hands, and you know by experience that rarely indeed 
is such a trust betrayed, and yet, when you come to pay him for matters 
like these (which in their nature cannot be twisted on a reel or turned 
into a pint pot) the only question you ask him is how many words he 
has written in your service. Try if you can to imagine anything more 
preposterous. You know enough of*mankind to see that to pay by 
length must of necessity breed prolixity. Trust your lawyer to send 
in a reasonable bill, and if he overcharges, let twelve honest men of 
the jury, after hearing both sides, decide between you, Abolish altogether 
the taxation of costs, and you will have taken one great step towards 
strengthening the confidence which ought to exist between a man and 
his professional adviser, and towards improving and clevating the 
profession of the law.” 

As a result of the discussions in the Lords came the Solicitors Act, passed 
on the 14th April, 1870, which provided that a solicitor might make an 
wreement in writing with his client respecting the amount and manner 
of payment for any past or future services in respect of business done or 
to be done by such solicitor either by a gross sum or by a commission or 
percentage or by salary or otherwise and cither at the same or at a greater 
or lesser rate than the rate at which he would otherwise be entitled to be 
remunerated. This Act of 1870, which on the face of it seemed to go a 
long way in the right direction, has been very little used, the reason, I think, 
being that the profession consider that payment on a fair and reasonable 
seale ought to follow as a necessary consequence of his employment. It 
is, of course, very difficult, except in the case, say, of a journey to Paris 
or to New York or the arrangement of some financial transaction, to say 
in advance what is the proper sum to be paid. The solicitor either names 
too much or too little for what turns out has actually had to be done, and 
speaking generally the number of agreements entered into under the Act 


is negligible. 
The Conveyancing Act of 1881 produced a complete alteration in the 
methods of conveyancing in this country, and was the cause, I think, of 
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the introduction of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881. That en 
lightened Lord Chancell Lord Chancellor Cairns—when dealing with the 
Bill of 1881, stated that the remuneration of solicitors in conveyancing 
matters depended, strange to say, very much on the length of those instru 
ments. “It was as if physicians were remunerated according to the 
quantity of medicine they could persuade their patients to take.” He 
said that the only wonder was that so little evil had been produced by the 
system, and he must acknowledge that he had never seen on the part of 
solicitors anything but an earnest desire to save their clients all the expense 
they could, and not to benefit themselves from the state of the law as it 
existed. He did not think it fair to take away the length of instruments 


which fixed remuneration and provide nothing in its place. As a result 
of this Act of ISS1 came the scales of remuneration in conveyancing matters 
under which we have all been brought up. The remuneration under 
Schedule I of the Act is now inadequate and should be revised after the 
lapse of the forty years since it was fixed, and it was always inadequate, 


I think, in not providing for remuneration in the case of transactions which 
exceeded £100,000, With regard to Schedule IL, it purports to be merely 
an alteration f the then « xisting system und was to continue subject to 
it. The schedule is open to the objection which is the basis of this paper 
[t is true that the schedule included a paragraph headed “ Instructions for 
Drawing and Perusing Deeds, Wills and other Documents.”” With regard 
to “ Instructions,’ the schedule provides for such fees as having regard to 
the care and labour required, the number and lengths of the papers to be 
perused and the other circumstances of the case may be fair and reasonable. 
Here, it was thought, was a clear instance of the absolute discretion con 
ferred upon the Taxing Master as to the amount he will allow, and his 
discretion is dependent specifically, not upon the length of the documents 
which have to be prepared, but on the care and labour necessary in order 
completely to equip the solicitor for his task and the skill which the Taxing 
Master may consider he had devoted to it, but again matters have not 
worked in practice as was anticipated 

In 1919 it became apparent, owing to the general increase in the cost of 
living and owing to the increased salaries which solicitors had to pay to 
their clerks, that the remuneration which had hitherto prevailed was 
inadequate, and the question came before the Council as to how this 
situation could best be dealt with. Finally it was decided that a Special 


Order should be sought increasing the then existing charges under Schedule 2 
with which everybody was familiar, by a fixed percentage, and a Special 
Order was made increasing the charges fixed by Schedule II by 334 per 
cent. 


Tue Orper or June 1920. 

On 28th June, 1920, the Remuneration Committee under the Act of 1881 
made an Order prescribing that the remuneration of a solicitor in respect 
of all business remuneration by Clause 2 (c) of the Order, that is to say, 
business, the remuneration for which was to be calculated under the Second 
Schedule, may, at the option of the solicitor, be by @ gross sum in lieu of 


by detailed charges, and a proviso was inserted in the Order that a client 
might require that a detailed bill of charges should be delivered, and the 
solicitor should thereupon comply with the request, and any bill so delivered 


should be subject to taxation as if the provisions of this Order with respect 
to the regulations of remuneration by a gross sum had not been made. 
The rule-making authority thought that while they could authorise the 
delivery of a lump sum bill it must be a sum which could be justified by the 
delivery of an itemised bill the items of which would also be fixed, and while 
they were in favour of lump sum fees they thought that the basis of taxation 
must be altered if it were to be altered by Act of Parliament. The effect 
of the proviso to the Order of the 28th June, 1920, was simply to turn the 
selicitor back on the items prescribed by the Second Schedule, because 
unless the lump sum charged could be justified by items under that Schedule, 
the bill would be reduced on taxation to the dimensions of those items. 
NATURE OF LeGIsLATION Destrep. 

What is it that the profession now desire in order to put their remunera- 
tion on a footing which is more comparable with the dignity and standing 
of a learned profession in these times, which attracts to its ranks some of the 
ablest men in the country I think we want to put into practice and 
properly legalise the principles which have been so admirably stated by 
eminent persons, judges and otherwise, in the House of Lords and out of it, 
during the past 100 years, the quotations of whose views I have ventured 
to lay before you. Unless some alteration is made there are those who 
fear not only that we may not continue to get the right kind of man into 
the profession, but that being there we may lose them for other callings 
where remuneration is higher and more readily fixed and where respon- 
sibility is less. Indeed, I can name four men of outstanding eminence in 
our profession who within the last year or so have abandoned the law for 
positions in the banking, commercial and financial worlds. I think that 
the point of view of the profession is that the established scale of charges 
with which we are familiar is unfortunate. To be paid in part for your 
skill by the profit you can make out of the number of documents is not 
only absurd, but it also is liable to expose the profession to distrust and 
ridicule. I recognise that the remuneration of the professional man depends 
to a very large extent on the amount of time he gives to the work, but the 
number of interviews he has with his client and others is an unsatisfactory 
method of estimating that item, and to judge of his skill by the length of 
the document he draws is ridiculous, while it is still more ridiculous to 
judge that skill by the length of the documents he has copied. In truth it is 
an attempt to compensate work which is abstract and therefore not readily 
assessable to money value by overweighting the value of work which is 
concrete and is so assessable. 





October 8, 1921 





I now want to make some observations based upon practical experience, 
elaborating to some extent some of the points I have been endeavouring 
to put before you. I should like to make a general observation with regard 
to the business transacted by the majority of solicitors. A very small 
fraction of it, except in the case of firms who specialise in litigation, ever 
comes to the notice of the Courts at all, and I should further say that the 
number of bills of costs which are taxed as between solicitor and client 
arising out of the transaction of the ordinary business of a solicitor is very 
smallindeed, The bulk of the costs which are taxed are for the purpose of 
ascertaining what is to be paid by the unsuccessful party as a result of 
litigation. Another class of costs which require to be taxed are those 
which are payable out of a fund in Court,and many of these, so far as adminis- 
tration suits are concerned, are on the footing of solicitor and client charges, 
and where Trustees are concerned on the footing of costs, charges and expenses 
in addition. There remain, then, the costs outside those just mentioned, 
in which a difference of opinion arises between a solicitor and his client ag 
a result of which proceedings for taxation are taken under the Solicitors 
Act. These are not numerous, and I shall be within the mark if I say they 
do not number more than 200 or 300 a year on the average. The figures 
to be precise of orders made under the Statute in 1912 were 386 and in 1920 
they were 126. Orders of all classes were in the same years 8,596 and 7,217 
respectively. There are nearly 15,000 solicitors in England and Wales, 
and the number of transactions is, of course, very largeindeed. The number 
of bills of costs delivered by the profession cannot, in the opinion of those 
competent to judge, be less than 600,000 a year, and I emphasise these 
figures as showing how small is the proportion of bills and disputes which 
the parties are unable themselves to adjust. Under the system of remunera- 
tion I am advocating I do not anticipate the proportion would increase. 

With regard in particular to the proceedings under the Solicitors Acts 
the taxation is at present unsatisfactory in very many cases. I would myself 
say that it is unsatisfactory so far as the procedure in arriving at the amount 
is concerned in every case, but so far as the result of the taxation is con- 
cerned there are undoubtedly many cases where the result is perfectly 
fair and not unsatisfactory to the solicitor. By saying that in almost every 
case the procedure of arriving at the amount to be paid to the solicitor is 
unsatisfactory, I mean that no system which is going to overweight the 
concrete by taking into account a fee for the services of the office boy in 
sending a telegram or a fee for acknowledging a letter (I give these as 
illustrations) can properly be regarded as a satisfactory system; while, 
speaking generally, no fee at all is allowed to the solicitor for skill, labour 
responsibility or experience or any attention paid to the amountinvolved 
in the transaction. No system which judges almost entirely by the number 
of letters written and the number and length of documents prepared or 
perused is satisfactory. It will be generally acknowledged that in the 
majority of cases the skill of the practitioner manifests itself in attaining 
the end in view by a miminum of correspondence and documents, and it 
is for the exercise of this skiil, i.e., the abstract work, that at present he is 
unremunerated. Professional practice in this matter has been in advance 
of the law and the method by which solicitors to an increasing extent and 
with the approval of the Council of the Law Society deliver their bills to 
their clients is that a short summarised statement of the work done—say 
from four or five lines to five and twenty, according to the volume of the 
work— is delivered and an inclusive fee for the work done is placed opposite 
the particulars contained in this statement ; below this are given particulars 
of the disbursements which the solicitor has made for Counsel's fees, 
stamp duty, travelling expenses and the like. At the foot of the statement 
are usually contained the words “ Details if desired.” In arriving at the 
fee to be charged, the details of the work are all looked at, and, in fact, 
according to my experience, the items in the draft bill are all priced and 
added up and probably in nine ordinary cases out of ten, the total of these 
items tallies within a guinea or two one way or the other with the amount 
of the fee charged. In the other cases where the item charges would either 
show too large a sum, having regard to the circumstances of the case and 
the ability of the client to pay, or where they would be far too little for the 
skill, labour, responsibility and amount of work involved in the business, 
then a fee disproportionate to the item charges is delivered. 

The legislation which the Council of the Law Society desire, is that in 
every case, and not only in cases which come under the Order of the 
28th June, 1920, it should be open to the solicitor to deliver at his option 
a lump sum bill in lieu of remuneration, either by an ad valorem scale, or by 
fixed or detailed charges. If the amount is called in question then the 
Tribunal (in the case of our profession, the Taxing Master) would be, as in 
the case of any other dispute with regard to remuneration, at liberty to call 
for all the details of the work done, and to see the papers in the matter. 
It is suggested that with what I will call the “ draft bill ” before him showing 
the work done and the papers he should then arrive at the proper sum to be 
paid to the solicitor, having regard to the skill, labour, special exertion 
and responsibility involved in the business; the amount of the money 
or the value of the property or subject-matter to which the business or 
work relates; the place, district, circumstances and despatch at or in or 
with which the business is transacted, and the number and importance of the 
documents prepared or perused without regard to length. It is submitted 
that with these materials and taking into account these considerations, 
the Taxing Master is well able to arrive at the sum which should be 
paid to the solicitor. He is, of course, far better able than a jury would be 
to arrive at the figure, because he has had vast experience of the matters 
with which he is dealing. I think further that the Taxing Master should 
be at liberty, and should in fact take into account, the professional experience 
of the solicitor concerned. I realise that age and experience are factors 
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which it is difficult to gauge with accuracy, but speaking generally it seem 
absurd that a solicitor in the prime of life, in large practice and at the head 
of his profession should only be entitled to be remunerated, in the case of 
dispute with his client at the same rate as the latest recruit to the roll. 
It may, of course, well be that some young solicitor, admitted but a few 
years, may have more skill, energy and capacity than a man who has 
toiled at his profession for 30 or 40 years, but I think the Committee will, 
while appreciating that there are difficulties in application, realise that the 
principle, which is certainly to be found applicable in the other liberal 
professions, is one which it is not unfair should be applied in fixing th 
remuneration of members of the solicitors’ profession. 

I recognise there are practical difficulties in applying the above principl 
because sometimes taxations are heavy matters and a great deal of the detail 
work of going through the bill of costs which is to be taxed is, of necessity 
not done by the Taxing Master himself but is admirably done by his staff who, 
however, do not look much beyond the stereotyped priced items amongst 
which they have been brought up. It could not well be otherwise becaus« 
many of them have not seen—or have not seen for many years-—the actual 
working of a solicitor’s office and have not the requisite elasticity of mind 
The Taxing Master himself is wellableto fix the final amount when the work 
of checking details and the like has been done in his office if he takes into 
consideration the factors I have already enumerated. I think therefore 
that the position should be regularised by statute so far as delivering 
statements with the fee attached to them in lieu of the old-fashioned detailed 
bills of costs and I think a step in the right direction would have been taken 
if this were done. Itis putting a modern interpretation on Section 37 of the 
Act of 1843. I further think that in cases where the amount of the bill 
is in dispute the Taxing Master with, as I have said, all the documents 
in the case and the entries which go to make up the draft bill before him, 
could well arrive at the sum which should be paid 

In this connection I should like to mention that in substance the only 
lump sum of moment with which the profession and the Taxing Masters 
are alike acquainted is the item in litigation bills called * Instructions for 
Brief.” It sets out substantially the work that was done in connection 
with the preparation of the Brief; it makes no separate charges for inter 
views with witnesses or correspondence with them or with the client or for 
journeys taken or for any of the matters which go to make up the item 
“ Instructions for Brief,’ but a Taxing Master with the Brief and accom 
panying papers before him and a record of the work done is generally able with 
satisfaction to the profession to fix a lump sum for this item. It may be 
five guineas or it may be 200 or 300 guineas and in very special cases no 
doubt a larger sum than that. In order to arrive at this figure the Taxing 
Master has certainly had to take into account to some extent skill, labour, 
expedition, responsibility and the amount involved but has not taken into 
account—or has taken into account in a very small degree— what the actual 
itemised charges would amount to. It seems to me that this principle 
of arriving at a fee for Instructions for Brief could well be applied to the 
remuneration of solicitors generally in all matters. I do not think the 
Taxing Masters would find it difficult to extend the practice with which, 
in respect of the item I have already mentioned, they are so well familiar. 

After referring to the practice in other countries, Mr. Nesbitt continued : 

SAFEGUARDS FOR CLIENTS. 

The last matter—and the Council of the Law Society are fully alive to its 
importance—is that there should be protection to the client against over 
charges and opportunity for having every bill in which a dispute arises 
reviewed. Any safeguards which can be introduced to give effect to this 
position should be introduced, but in my judgment the protection accorded 
to the client by the present draft bill is sufficient for the purpose. The 
rights of third parties to question bills that have been delivered or paid 
should also remain as at present. There must inevitably be some few case 
in which overcharges are made by solicitors as they are made by persons 
in all other callings, and it is recognised that whatever the basis and method 
of remuneration may be such cases will occur. Under the present system, 
however, it is clear that an unscrupulous practitioner does in fact obtain 
advantage merely by multiplying documents and correspondence. 

Something has been said during the discussions on the billas to the records 
of work done which are kept by solicitors. [can speak with some knowledge 
of the views of the Council of the Law Society on this subject ;_ we have all 
been brought up to keep careful records of all work done in our offices, 
and the Council regard the continuation of that practice as most important, 
not so much from the point of view of the making out of a bill of costs, 
but because it is highly advisable that records made at the time should b 
available for reference, and such records give a clear consecutive history 
of the whole transaction. Ido not think the proposed legislation would lead 
to the abandonment of this excellent habit, and I do not doubt that if it 
were thought advisable the Council would at the right time put out a 
statement to the profession to the effect that the practice of keeping records 
as at present should be continued; naturally there are cases in the 
experience of most of us which are of such a character that no records are 
kept and no correspondence takes place, but these are exceptional. 

In conclusion, I trust that the interest and importance of this matter 
may be held to justify me in calling attention to it, and I entertain the hope 
that legislation upon the lines anticipated may commend itself to the sens¢ 
of this meeting. 

Mr. C. L. Norpow (London) thought that the reason why the reform 
in question had not been brought about was that the members of the 
Council had reached a position of eminence where such matters did not 
trouble them. At present no remuneration was given for mental work, 
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but simply for length of documents. Solicitors hadi o employ large staffs 
and under the present system they could not adequately remunerate them. 
rhe solicitors’ managing clerk was a splendid fellow; but the solicitor being 
ullowed only a paltry ts. 8d. or 3s. 4d. for the clerk's labour, he could not 
earn the salary he was paid. 

Mr. J. H. Cooke (Winsford, Cheshire) urged that solicitors should send 
in their bills to clients, charging a lump sum He himself did so, and had 
delivered such bills for as high as £970 in one case, and he found that they 
were readily paid, and that the practice was satisfactory to the client. 
He suggested that the members of the Society should add to their names on 
their letter paper, and so on, the w rads Associate of The Law Soc iety.” 
Chis would go a long way with the client and would add to the membership 
f the Society. He thought also that a solicitor should be entitled to 
increased remuneration according to the number of years he had been in 
practice (Laughter and Oh')) Wasitn t pert tly absurd that he, who had 


been in practice fifty years, should only be entitled to make the same 


charges as the man who had been in practice only five months ? The work 
f the profession required experience and diplomacy, which could only 
be acquired by years of study, intelligence and experience He suggested 
that the Council should send out a circular recommending the members to 
add the words he had mentioned to their names, He thought also that the 


question of the remuneration of the judges should be considered. Their 
salaries at present, after the income tax had been deducted, were not 
worth having 

Dr. Jackson (Hull, a member of the Council) observed that the remunera 
tion of the solicitor compared very unfavourably with that of those in 
commercial employment Why was it that people in other callings 
who were half his age and had but quarter of his experience were earning 
two or three times as much as he could’ If the standard of the 
profession was to be maintained the remuneration must be equivalent 
to that which ruled in other callings. He agreed with Mr. Cooke that 
the failing was largely due to solicitors themselves in not asserting them- 
selves as he had suggested. If a solicitor could be trusted witha man’s 
business of the most vital importance, surely the client could trust him to 
make out a lump sum bill of costs 

Mr. F. Nunn (Colwyn Bay) said that many solicitors who would like to 
follow Mr. Cooke's advice were not able to do so. He thought the seale 
if costs was too high where the solicitor acted both for vendor and solicitor. 
He also considered that completions through bankers ought to be severely 
deprecated—the profession lost something like a quarter of a million a 
year from this practice. Again, there should be some such discipline as 
that which prevailed among the m« mbers of the Stock Exchange, and it 
should be deemed unprofessional for a solicitor to charge less than the 
scale permitted. 

Mr. D. L. Power (Bridgend) agreed with the last speaker. A great 
trouble in South Wales was that there were solicitors who were utterly 
incompetent to carry on the work of a solicitor as it should be done, who 
made it a practice to undercut those of a higher standing, and clients went 
from solicitor to solicitor to find out who would do their work most « heaply. 
The Law Society of his district had taken action in the matter and had 
ireed upon a minimum scale which the solicitors had accepted, but it was 
thought that it was not adhered to alway He did not ayree that the 
older a solicitor grew the wiser he became. (Laughter and Oh!) Many 
became less competent as the years went by. 

Mr. W. Scorrt (Cardiff), who observed that he was secretary of the local 
Law Society in 1912 when the Provincial Meeting was held at Cardiff, differed 
most emphatically from the remarks of the last two speakers. He was well 
acquainted with a larg number of solicitors in South Wales and a few in 
North Wales. The profession in South Wales, at all events, was equal in 
high integrity to the profession throughout the country 

Mr. Nunn said he had not meant his remarks to apply to the practitioners 
generally, but to the exceptions who loweged the character of the profession. 

Mr. Powe. expressed himself to the same effect. 

Mr. E. A. Beit (London) advocated strongly that solicitors should 
be remunerated for the value of their work and not according to the length 
of their bills. He moved * That this meeting approves of the suggestion 
for the assessment of solicitors’ remuneration, in Mr. Nesbitt’s paper, and 
the action of the Council in support of the Bill now before the Lord 
Chancellor's Committee. 

The PRestpENt pointed out that the motion was not seconded, though 
he understood that Mr. Bell approved of the action taken by the Council 
in introducing the Bill. 


SoLicrroR AND OLERK,. 


Mr. Reaixatp Armstrong (President, Leeds Law Socicty) read a paper 
with this title, in which he spoke of the changes which had taken place in 
the qualifications and position of law clerks during the last 30 years. The 
main problems and principles were (1) wages and (2) where were the skilled 
clerks of the next generation to be found? With regard to the wages, 
he asserted that in any case there could be no great increase, because it was @ 
reasonable contention that no solicitor would be long content to make 
a loss, or only a small and precarious profit. The two last years had been 
prosperous for most solicitors, and it had been possible to pay high wages, 
but the time would surely come when profits would be more difficult to 
earn. Afterall, many solicitors, in common with many clerks, could change 
their profession for some other if prompte d by improve d tinancial prospects. 
If high wages were to continue there must be increased efficiency on the part 
of the clerks. He was not in favour of standardisation or outside negotiation. 





If a solicitor and his clerk, living and working together, could not settle 
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their wages and conditions of work, an outside body of busy-bodies from 
other offices could not mend matters. When it was asked that tests and 
tandards should be lowered to enable clerks to enter the profession as 
ly disagreed. This would be lowering the standard and 


sOlicitora, he entire 
l Further, if any large 


status of the solicitors to better that of the clerks. 


number of men were admitted on a lower financial, social and educational 
basis it would surely mean ruinous competition for all the k wer paid, smaller 
and casual work done by the profession, out of which many must subsist 


during their carlier admitted years, however they might enter the profession 


He was firmly nvinced that financial standing in the profession was a 
recommendation Solicitors were entrusted with the handling of their 
clients’ matcrial affairs, and the cliente were in many cases obliged to repose 
tbsolute confidence in th ilicitor, and a sound financial position was a very 


good backing, in the public interests, of uch confide nce, What was really 
necessary between employer and clerk was a spirit of co-operation and a real 
desire to make the best joint product and share the resulting profit equitably. 
He meant that the solicitors’ cost of training, his responsibility, and his 
risk of non-success, must necessarily lead to the chance of greater finaneial 
reward than the security of the clerks’ position could justify. Equality 
in this connection would not be equity 

Sir Roger Grecory (London, member of the Council) said he had 
worked as a clerk and had gone right through the mill and he had a great 
mimiration for the solicitors’ clerks. The profession owed a deep debt of 
The relations between principal and clerk were some 


gratitude to them I 
what peculiar and it would never do for any outside influence to come 
between them or to establish anything in the nature of a scale applicable 
to all degrees of clerks and all degrees of employers. 

Mr. Barry (Bristol, member of the Council), thought that in all 
properly constituted offices the clerk was probably adequately paid ; 


but he was afraid there were a good many ves where that was not the 


case. He could not see why the clerks should not bargain collective ly. 
He believed that in many towns this was done, and that it worked com- 
paratively smoothly. He had a considerable amount of sympathy with 


the clerk. He believed that the Federation of Law Clerks was a very 
reasonable body and that its claims were not exorbitant. He did not 
see why solicitors should be afraid of their clerks joining anything of the 
kind, and thought that instead of increasing friction it would in some 
cases aid in the amoothness of working 
A Member stated that at Preston a Conciliation Board had been formed 
which dealt with individual cases of solicitor and clerk, and that the result 
had been good. The Board had not agreed to a scale of minimum salaries. 
Colone] Macture (Manchester) said that in his district a joint committee 
had been formed and a scale agreed on which appeared to be satisfac tory. 
The Presipent suggested that members with small practices should 
give their opinion. It would be impossible for a man with a small practice 
to pay the minimum of £400 a year that was asked for a managing clerk. 
Mr. Scriven (member of the Council) said the Council had been fighting 
for the last two years against the introduction of the pernicious trade union 
svatem, as h vd solicitors all through the provinces. Every solicitor was 
capable of appreciating the real merit of a clerk, but to suggest that the 
least ineflicient clerk should be paid ’ salary equal to that of the best 
was @ principle to which they all objected Kach case must be dealt with 
individually. Uf the federation was to be r nised it could only be to 
cases for particular localities. A good wage in 


the extent of particular 
one part might be a very small one mewhere else, 
The Presitpent said that he was the chairman of the Joint Conciliation 
Board for London. He was quite prepared to accept a minimum scale 
considerably lower than that put forward by the clerks. One difficulty 
was to define the meaning of managing clerk. There was a very good 
Managing Clerks’ Association in existence and they were very keen on 
kee ping up the standard of the managing clerk. If one could get a good 
he did not sce that there was much objection 


( 


definition of ** managing clerk 
to grading and a reasonable minimum salary being fixed. 

The discussion was continued at considerable length, the opinion gene rally 
expressed being that anything like trade unionism was undesirable and that 
it could not be expected that solicitors with small practices should pay 
£400 a year to their clerks. 

Overpvue Rerorms tn PRocEDURE. 

Mr. James J. Dopp (London) read a paper which we hope to notice 

hereafter. 


Rent Resrraierron 1920-1921, 


Mr. BE. A. Avexanver (London) read a paper which also we hope to 


notice hereafte 


idjourned to Wednesday.) 


BANQu! 

A dinner was held in the evening at the Grand Hotel, at which Mr 
Bepwe.s presided. Among the guests were Sir Claud Schuster, Mr. H. B. 
Grotrian (Recorder of Leeds) and His Hon. Judge Fossett Lock. The 
PRESIDENT proposed the health of the Lord Chancellor, observing that 
Lord Birkenhead was one of the most able men the country had ever 
had. He had been a good friend to the solicitor branch of the profession. 
Sir CLaup Scuuster, in replying on behalf of Lord Birkenhead, said 
that the proposed Ministry of Justice seemed to involve the removal 
from the Lord Chancellor of the superintendence of the law with 


respect to procedure in the courts and the administration of the 








courts themselves, as well as the patronage of the great offices of 
the courts. It might be well for the society to consider whether 


it would not be best that reforms in procedure and the machinery thereof 
should rest with a great officer such asthe Lord Chancellor, who was himself 
trained in the practice of the law, and whether a person so ¢ lose to the law 
itself, occupying the position of a judge, was not in a better position to 
exercise patronage than one who might be inclined to look rather to the 
of any Government which might be in power than to the best 
interests of administration. Mr. Corson Peaks (Leeds) gave the toast 
of “The Judiciary,”” His Hon. Judge Fosserr Lock, and Mr. H. B. 
The CuatRMan proposed the 


interests 


GroTrRian, Recorder of Leeds, responding. 
health of the President, Mr. Borrerecy returning thanks. 
RECEPTION. 
Mrs. Botterell t reception to the ladies accompanying the members 
it the Grand Hotel, nearly one hundred accepting her invitation. A 
programunt of vocal and instrumental music was viven. 


Wednesday’s Proceedings. 
Tue Reves or Excuusu Law ArplicaBLe TO COMMERCIAL TRANSACTIONS, 


Mr. KE. Lestin Bure, LL.D. (London) read a paper on this subject which 
we hope to notice hereafter. 
Tux Rerorm or THE LEASEHOLD System. 


Mr. SAMUEL SAw (Greenwich, a member of the Council) read a paper which 
ilso we hope to notice hereafter. 

The Secretary (Mr. E. R. Cook) pointed out that the Law of Property 
Bill contains a clause giving power of relief to lessees forthe breach of a 

venant against assignment or underletting without consent, and that it 
ilso contains provisions for converting perpetually renewable leases and 
underleases into long terms, and for preventing the creation of perpetually 
renewable leases and leases on lives. 

A discussion took place in which Mr. Armsrrone, Mr. Wu..1ams 
(Brixham), Mr. RyLANvs (Manchester), Mr. W.Gisson (Newcastle-on-Tyne), 
Mr. Bramweci. (Preston), Mr. F. H. Srartey (Eastbourne), Mr. Bary 
(Bristol), Mr. Cray (Sheffield) and others took part, instances being given 
of the oppressive action of the present leasehold system, though some of the 
speakers referred to its advantages in certain cases. Mr. R. W. Disvis 
(London, member of the Council), considered that, putting all things 
together, there was a very great deal of advantage connected with leasehold 
tenure, some of which he thought had escaped the reader of the paper. 

Mr. Saw, in replying, said that his paper did not propose the abolition 
of leaseholds but the reform of the system. The suggestion he had mad 
was that leascholds should be automatically increased on the proper terms 
» period of 999 years. 

The Prestpent said that the matter was, of course, to be considered 
from two points of view, that of the landlords and that of the tenants. A 


tu 


bargain, after all, was a bargain. 
ComMMERCIAL ARBITRATION AND Tuk CommerciaL Court. 


Dr. A. M. Jackson (Hull, member of the Council), read a paper which we 
me to noti hereafter. 

lhe Presipent said the value of the Commercial] Court was that it only 
tried commercial cases and the way was not blocked with any other kind 
of case. Anything of that kind which tended to facilitate the trial of 
cases, he agreed with Mr. Jackson, was very valuable. One great advantage 
if the arbitrations was that they got rid of the expert witnesses. There 
were two commercial arbitrators and an umpire who were all in the trade 
with which the dispute was concerned. They knew the rules of the trade 
ind they dare not find against what was the custom of the trade. To that, 
extent arbitrations were extraordinarily useful, and if a litigant in arbi 
tration asked for a special case on a point of law it often happened that, 
when the subject was considered by solicitor and counsel, it was found to be 
not a point of law but a question of the custom of the trade, the notice 
was withdrawn and the arbitrator's award was accepted. 


h 


Tue Genrie Art or FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION. 

Mr. E. A. Bevy (London) read a paper on this subject which we hope to 
nmeoti here ifter. 

Votes of thanks were passed to the Scarborough Law Society, to the 
Whitby Law Society and to the readers of papers and to others who had 
wssisted in making the visit of the Law Society a success. 

EXCURSIONS, BTC. 

On Thursday there was a char-a-banc excursion to Whitby, the visitors 
being entertained at afternoon tea at the Royal Hotel, by invitation 
of the Whitby Law Society. In the evening a special concert was given at 
the Spa, Scarborough, by the Spa orchestra and eminent artistes. Reserved 
seats were placed at the disposal of the visitors. Members were admitted 
to the honorary membership of various clubs during the visit, arrangements 
were made for golf and lawn tennis, and other entertainments wert 


provided, 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Fund. 

The annual meeting of this association was held at the Grand Hotel, 
Scarborough, on Wednesday, Mr. T. 8S. Curtis (Chairman of the Board) 
presiding. The Report of the Directors stated that the Association has 
now 3,757 members, of whom 1,108 are Life and 2,649 Annual Subscribers. 
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During the year 88 subscribers had been lost through death and 3-6 | 
through withdrawals, and there were 173 new subscribers. The sum | 
of £655 received during the year from Life Subscriptions was considerably 
in excess of any sum previously received. The following legacies 
had been received : £100 under the will of the late Mr. A. M. Phillips ; 
£100 under the will of the late Mr. G. D. Malins; and £50 under 
the Will of the late Mr. F. C. Greenfield. The income of the General 
Fund amounted to £8,113 15s. 10d. and from the Trust Funds 
£1,509 lls. 2d. The total relief granted was £7,858 5s., which included 
203 grants from the General Fund, on account of which £5,822 5s. had 
been paid, namely: £2,156 to members and families of members, 
and £3,666 5s. to non-members and families of non-members, and the 
balance was devoted to annuities under the various pension funds. Thi 
total amount given to members’ cases was £3,509 and to non-members 
£4,349 5s. The Report was unanimously adopted on the motion of the 
Chairmar, and votes of thanks were passed to the Board of Directors and 
others. 


Incorporated Accountants. 

The next examinations of candidates for admission into the Society of 
Incorporated Accountants and Auditors will be held on l4th, loth, 16th 
and 17th November. 

Women are eligible under the Socicty’s regulations to qualify as 
incorporated accountants upon the same terms and conditions as ar 
applicable to men. 








The Westminster City Council 
and Building 


That the Westminster City Council have given notice to their lessees, 
Messrs. Goddard & Smith, the well-known auctioneers, of the Vestry Hall, 
1%, Piccadilly, determining the lease at Christmas next, because of the 
Council’s intention to rebuild this important property, is of particular 
relevance in these days of restricted new building operations. The site 
is extensive and valuable, and it will be interesting especially to the rate- 
payers to learn what particular class of new building is to be put upon it. 

Messrs. Goddard & Smith have purchased the freehold of 22, King-strect, 
St. James’, 8S.W.1, and the extensive alterations and additions, including 
the erection of an auction hall, will be completed to enable the firm to remove 
to their new quarters at the end of November. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held at the Law Socicty’s Hall, on Tuesday, 
4th October, 1921 (Chairman, Mr. C. W. Bower), the subject for debate 
was, “ That in the opinion of this House the present Government does not 
deserve the confidence of the country.””. Mr. D. E. Oliver opened in the 
affirmative. Mr. W. 8S. Jones opened in the negative. The following 
members also spoke: Messrs. H. M. Bowden, J. F. Chadwick, H. Glyn 
Jones, Peter Anderson, H. 8. Heath, D. Nimmo, and W. M. Pleadwell. 
The motion was lost by one vote. There were sixteen members and on 
Visitor present. 








Obituary. 
Mr. E. A. Wurtzburg. 


Mr. Edward Albert Wurtzburg, barrister-at-law, died of heart failure on 
27th September while on a visit to his son at Singapore, aged 70, The 
son of Edward Wurtzburg, merchant, of Scarborough, he graduated at 
the University of London, and was called to the Bar by Lincoln’s Inn in 
1873. He was joint editor of the sixth edition of Morgan’s ** Chancery 
Acts and Orders,” and of the second edition of Morgan’s “ Costs in 
Chancery,” and was the author of the standard work on the Law of Building 
Societies, a subject on which he was a well-known authority. He had 
many friends at Lincoln’s Inn, where the news of his death has been received 
with great regret. 








Legal News. 


Business Announcement. 


Messrs. Jenkins, Baker & Co., and CLements, Wintiams & Co., of 
3, London Wall-buildings, London, E.C.2, have admitted into partnership 
Mr. Georae Byron Winsor, who has been in charge of one of their 
departments for some time past. The name of the firm will remain as 
heretofore. 





‘ X pM nsive 





CORPORATE TRUSTEE & EXECUTOR. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


TRUSTEE of FUNDS amounting to 


£30,000,000. 


For Particulars apply to: 
Pug SecreTany, HEAD OFFICE, ROYAL EXCHANGE, E.C.3 
rus Manager, LAW COURTS BRANCH, 29-30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.CA 
Tuk Trustee Manager, MANCHESTER BRANCH, 04-06, KING STREET. 











Appointments. 


Mr. T. Howarp Detauron, solicitor, has been appointed by Mr. Sheriff 
G. Mills MeKay as his Under-Sheriff for the City of London during 1921-22. 


Mr. Epgar Meywneue has been appointed to be Recorder of Doncaster 
f Mr. Samuel Fl , who has been appointed a metropolitan 
Mr. Meyn l, who was called to the Bar by the Middle 
femple in 1884, practises on the North-Eastern circuit, and at the 


Newcastle, Northumberland, and Durham sessions. 


in the place 
police magistrate 


Dissolutions. 

Winutam Hawkins Heruerr and Arruur Grenvinst 
icit , 10, Cork-street, London, W.1 (W. H. & A. G 
ember [Gazctte, 

i und Hean Wintiams, Solicitors, 

lemple Ww, Birmingham (Huggins & Williams), The said George 

Huggins wil mtinue to carry on the practice under the style of 

* Huggins ¢ [Gazetle, October 4th 


Hernerr, 
Herbert), 20th 
October 4th. 


Union Chambers, 


General. 

Lord and Lady Reading were at Simla recently entertained at dinner 
by the two Punjab Ministers, Khan Bahadur Mian Fazl-i-Hussein and 
Lala Harkishon Lal. Replying to the toast of his health, the Viceroy 
said that he was not in the slightest inclined to lose the hope with which 
he came to India, 


The new road sign-posts, designs of which have been standardized after 
much consideration, are making their appearance very slowly, and it is 
mniticiy ited that it will be a long time before they come into general use, 
In view of the great demand for economy, it is proposed at present to 
introduce the new road direction posts and warning signs only when 


existing sign-posts require repair or replacement, 


Sir William Edward F ater, FS.A., of Lindum-house, Aldershot, and 
formerly of Moulton, Spalding, Lines., solicitor, a former President of the 
Har ipshire Law Society, for some year ts member of the Council of the 
Law Society, a writer on the history of Lincolnshire families and of the 
church in the county, Chairman of the Aldershot and District Traction 
Company, Limited, for some years Coron r for Aldershot, and clerk to the 
District Council, who died on 7th July, aged seve nty four, left estate of the 
gross value of £11,210, with net personality £10,372. 

Mr. Lowther Lridger, in aletter to The Times of 25th September, writes: 

It is quite time that we who use the highways of this country for walking, 
“by reason of preference or poverty,” as “ A Holiday Tramp” says in 
your columns, should not only join collectively in his protest against the 
eneral uglification of our country roads by widening, straightening, 
bevelling off corners, and all the other nostrums of the apostles of speed, 
but should also organize a strong resistance against our being almost driven 
off those roads, or our lives (and feet) being endangered and otherwise 
rendered miserable upon them, for the benefit of a pleasure traflic, which 
secks to tear through the country in a kind of delirium, and is after all 
the mere selfish pastime of a comparatively limited section of the population. 
We, oi rod ol, have as much claim to the peaceful use and enjoyment of 
uur roads as any of these hordes of pleasure-seckers who now continually 
rush through our midst. The right of the pedestrian to travel, path or 
no path, upon any part of the King’s highway has always been acknowledged 
inlaw. This seems in danger of being lost sight of, but it is a right which 
the mass of the people who go on foot will not easily surrender, or allow to 
be infringed. 


Professional men, and indeed all be overs, should house their books in 
the “OXFORD” Sectional Bookcase, the best made, handsomest, and least 
of all high grade sectional Bookcases Illustrated catalogue 
gratis from sole Proprietors and Manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., 
Library Specialists, Oxford.—{Apvr. ] 
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Court Papers. 


THE COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1921 
The Appeal r other business prop 1 to be taken will, from time to 
time, b nounced in the Daily Cause List 
FROM THE CHANCERY FROM THE PROBATE AND 
DIVISION DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(( List (Final and New Trial List.) 
1O21 1921. 
Simple Lit t Covs J | Probat In re H J Williams, de« 
Causton & 8 Jillings v Bell & ans 
Harth v TI S Met Divorce Evans, A E v Ev ,SM 
politan A ( Id Diver Milnes, J V v Milnes, J G 
Mc Lush K ( Diver Rutherford, A M M ¥y 
Higginson v Bent & Bent Rutherford, NC (A E Richardson 
Fry v Fry & or Intervener) 
Inre EA RM Mavhew v Divor Vidal, E v Vidal, P V & 
Halton Wilson 
In re ¢ \ Hai d Harri Dive Peckham, M v Peckham, 
, Gk 


lustrial & Provident 


S ldv i ( ett Lron Co Id 

In re Compar Winding Up In 
re H J Webb & ¢ (Smithfield, 
Landon) In re Cor mie (Cor 
ilidati Act, 1008 

In re Sir J oh Whitworth, Bart, 
lee O'R Darbishire 

In re Vi int Astor, d Ast v | 
Adams & | 

Northbourne v | Johnston & | 
son } 

C Neatle & Cold v Eu ld 

The Steam Saw Mills Co ld & v | 
Baring Br & Co ld 

The Archan i Saw Mi { v 
Baring Br & ¢ lel 

Chiswick Urban Di t Cour ivi 
Dri | 

Macclesfield ( n ( . 
of the Free Grammar School of | 
King Edward VI in Macclestield 

Same v Ki \ | 

Carvers ld v Bray & 

In re an Arbtn between J W Garton 
&S RC Miller 

In re Galsworth lec G worthy 
Galsw t 

Relph, Darw Pear vi 
T perl N 

Spottisw le v Higginboettom 

In re Beech’s Settler t ch v 
Publi Trust 

(rray Vv Spvyer 

Tebbitt v Fleas 

Price v James 

Ar re y J bine NN air | 

Economic Buildu Corpn Id v | 
Liverpool Corpn 
FROM THE CHANCERY AND 
PROBATE AND DIVORCE 

DIVISLONS 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1921. 

In re Hume-Gore, an infant Hun 
Gore v Hume-Core 

White v Hooley & ors 

Divorce Brailey, G A v_ Brailey 
WH 

FROM THE CHANCERY 
DIVISLON 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
1921. 

In re H W Wickham (expte H W 
Wickham v Chester Mavhew, 
Broome & Griffiths and Th 
Official Receiver) 

In re a Debtor (expt« The Debtor v 
The Petitioning Creditor and The 
Official Receiver), No. 889 of 1921 


In re a Debtor (expte The Debtor v 
The Petitioning Creditor and The 
Official Receiver), No. 588 of 1921 

In rea Debtor (expte The Petitioning 
Creditor v The Debtor), No. 618 of 
1921 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE 


COURT OF 
(Final 

192 

Inre JRNJ 
srdman 


(Interlocut 
Gamble v Wright 


rdis 


List 
l. 


I 


ni, 


LANCASTER. 


} 


dec Raine v 


y List.) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
Final and New Trial List.) 


1920. 
H inv Tl Royal Agricultural 
; England until after 
n Hou f Lord 
M Burt (s. n. June 28) 
1921 
I} k v Dorn 
Up ile, Everton & Co Id v Jam 
Furnes ( Man ter) ld 
I ! Phe Agricultural Holdin 
(cts, 1908 to 1914 In the Matter 
f 1 Arbitration between W S 
{) na tenant ud J T Mill 
llord) (remitted to Arbitra 
r to report, June 2) 
Producers ¢ v Short Br 
until after decision in 
Hou f Lords, May 30) 
\ ey General v Manchester Ship 
{ ri 
M r Ship Canal Co v Brunner 
Mond Co ld 
D Smith & Sons v L Rothman & ¢ 
en. June 20) 
Harper Bean & Co ld v McFarlane 
v McKeown 
vy Mownclic 


Same v MeGiugan 
Attorney G 


Larkin v Dixon 
ke ion of H us 
Same v Same 
ney General 
s ev Sane 


Smith v Wood & Roze 
British Motor ¢ 


rat! The 
ld 
Brown v Ladbi 


The Hall Const: 


ry 


eo! 


vb 


] 


neral v Bottomley 


until site! 


Lord 
ttomley 


laar Id 


to until 


ke ¢ 
on in House of Lord 


uction Co Id vy 
Crowther & Osborn Id 
Sumner, Permain & Co ld v John G 
Webb & Co Id 
Bb Goodstein & Co v Gaunt 
Brown v Bishop & ant 
City Tailors ld v Evan 
\ L Underwood ld v Burch Castle 
Brick & Cement Syndicate 
Phillips & ors v Barnett 
Pre tt v Wilmac Produce & Manu 
facturing Co Id 
Strauss & anr v Platt 
Sons v Waxman 


William Denby & 
and anr 


‘ 


obs, Owen & Co 


Esch v Wm Ja 


Brown v Swan (s.0. decision in 


‘ iral Holdings Acts 
In 1 l Arbitration between 
eld Chase Corpn 


D Dal 1H 

Miner Spinning Co ld v Baron 

H Ss ! vick Id 

N I North Western 

| 

D Smith S Kelly 

h Dp Sn } Son 

(; Ni t 

l D le Paper Co Id v Colley 
id 

I nel { I 

Shar} eh Ss Percival ld 

S ir v Powell 

Pay vy Hu Baird & Sons Id 

We Entwist 

rt Lik March 

(al burg v ¢ 

Che Ariadne Steamship Co v James 
McKelvie & ¢ 

In re an Arbtn between Suzuki & ¢ 
und Companhia Mercantil Inter 
na nal limitada 


v Coupland 
Metropolitan Water 


Pennington Id 
Edwards v the 


Board 
McCabe v Cheshire Lines Committee 
Gruner v Morgan & ors 
S Rothstein & Sons v Imhof 
Harrison v Holland & Hannen and 


Cubitt Id 
North Western 


v British an 


Cacher Tea Co Id 
Benningtons Id 


The Baintgoorie Tea Co ld v Same 

Mazdohee Tea Co ld v Same 

Potter v The Equitable Bank Id 
(Clmt) v Royal 


n Wheat Supplies 


De Meulemeester 
} Lloyds 


Comm Lon « 
Steel, Bradley & Co v 
Bank Id 
Diamond Alkali Export 


(Sellers) v Bourgeois 


Corpn 


Gruner v Morgan & ors 
Bowler v Joseph Hoyl 
Brown v Craig & Pit 


& Son 


tirh 


Thomas Burnett & Co ld v Tremeer 

The British Railway Traflic and 
Electric Co ld v Powell 

Clav v Giles 

Donald Stewart & Co Id v John 
Lofthouse & Co Id & ors 

Clinton v Woodroffe & ant 

Burton & Sons ld v W H Bowater Id 


Blake v Chilvers 
SI Baker 
»>v Bruna Sampais & C 


Inman Vv 
Benabu & ¢ 
Clav v Giles 


Abrahams & anr v H Reiach 


rbert 


aris 


Societe cde Hotels Touquet-l 
Plage v Cummings 

W ilneff Dros v All 
operative soe ld 

Benabu & Co v Bruna, Sampais & Co 

Blay v Dadswell 

Holt & Moore v Liverpool & Central 
Oil Co Id 

Gruner v Wilson & ors 

Karle’s Shipbuilding & Engine 
Co Id v Aktieselskabet 
(ret « 

Revenue Nevill v 
of Inland Revenue 

Revenue Nevill & 

Basler, Spier & Co 
Cautzlaar, Schalk wijk und Co 

John Woyka & Co ld v London & 
Northern Trading Co ld 

In re The Solicitors Acts 1843 & 1860 
In re E. J. Ward 

Baker v The Dalgleish Steam 
Shipping Co Id 

Harris v 


Russion Co 


ring 
DS 
n rs 
H.M. Commrs. 
ors V Same 

(Buyers) v 


Miller 

Ambatielos v Grace Bros & Co ld 

J Stewart & Son (1921) ld v Hudson 
Harris v Thomas 


Waghorn v Collison 

Buxton v Simpson 

In re an Arbitration between Isidore 
Poliakoft and Stromwall 

Thomas Clarke & Son ld vy &. 
Ascoli & Sons 

our v Christey 

Obschestvo D' Lia Izgstoy. 

Snariadov [Tvoennik Prip 

John Stirk & Sons Id 

Coleman v Drughorn 

Revenue Attorney General v Rt 
Hon Earl of Sandwich 

Shashoua v Bradford Clothing and 
Manufacturing Co (Manchester) 
ld & Winst 

Adamson v William Owen Id 

Palmine ld v Grace Bros & Co ld 

Rogers v Broadmeadow 

Steer v Tate 

H Backhouse 
Gardner 

Mann, George & Co ld v Brown 

In the Matter of the Petition of 
Right of Robert Thomas Sutton 

Hampson v Union of London & 
Smiths Bank Id 

Tempest v Cohen 

Collins & Wife v 

Wells v Drop Stampings Id 


Scrimg: 
Russk ( 
lenia 
ISSOV V 


& Co (Sheflield) Id v 


Laugher 


The Rederiaktiecbolaget *“* Amphi 
trite ’’ v The Attorney General 
Walker v The Herefordshire Fruit 

Co Id 


between Suzuki & 
Burgett & 


In re an Arbtn 
Co (Buyers) 
Newsam 

In re an Arbtn betwee 


and 


n Burgett & 


Newsam (Buyers) and The 
United Baltic Corpn Id 

Cruise v Terrell 

W H Keys ld v Hartland 

In re Agricultural Holdings Act, 


1908 In re an Arbtn between 


Judd (tenant) v McCreagh 


FROM THE WAR COMPENSA- 
TION COURT. 
In the Indemnity Act, 1920. 
1921. 

The Elliott Steam Tug Co Id v The 
Shipping Controller (remitted to 
Tribunal to report to C.A., July 
28) 

A & B Taxis ld v Secretary of State 
for Air (s.0. July 6) 


FROM THE PROBATE DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY) 


Judgments Reserved. 
Heard before The Master of the 
Rolls, Atkin & Younger, L.JJ. 
The Countess 1921 Foli 347 
Hay v The Mersey Docks & 
Harbour Board & ors (c.aV. 


July 12) 
The Same 
Same v Same ( 


1921 Folio 348 
.a.v. July 12) 


FROM THE PROBATE DIVORCE 
DIVISION 


AND ADMIRALTY 
(ADMIRALTY). 
With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1921. 

Dalton 1921 Folio 45 
Cory Lighterage ld vy Owners of 
S.S. Dalton P 

Grampian 1921 Folio 7 
Owners of S.S. Atherton v Owners 


of 8.8. Grampian F 
| Creterop 1921 Folio © 
| Owners of Steam Tug Creterope ¥ 
| North Eastern Ry Co 

Ran - 1921 Folio 

Owners of Barge Para v Owners of 

Barge Ran 


592 
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Di 
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Sittin 
Mr. 
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1921 


1 Isidore 


ing and 
che ster) 


ld) Id v 


wn 
ition of 
: Sutton 
ndon & 


l 
’ Amphi 
eneral 

re Fruit 


uzuki & 
rgett & 


urgett & 


d The 


gs Act, 
bet ween 
h 


igs 


PENSA- 
1y20. 


ld v The 
litted to 
A., July 


of State 


IVORCE 
VISION 


olio 348 


12) 


IVORCE 
VISION 


Folio 71 


y Owners 


Folio 6 
eterope v 
lio 592 


ywners of 


October 8, 1921 


Graygarth — 1920 — Folio 1,062 | Pritchard v The Votty & Bowydd 
Rea Id v Owners of Barge Para | Slate Quarries Co Id (Carnar- 

Trevose — 1919 — Folio 855  vonshire, Festiniog) 
Owners of 8.8. Hollandschdiep v | Pellett vy Hove Corpn 
Owners of 8.8. Trevose Brighton) 

Same v Same | Watson v North Eastern Ry Co 
(Northumberland, Blythe) 

Morgan v Owners of ship ‘* Speed 
well” & ors (Norfolk, Gt. Yar- 
mouth) 

Meader v Danum Steam Trawling 
Co of Doncaster (Kent, Ramsgate) 

Sabey & Sons v Bairn (Middlesex, 
Clerkenwell) 

Metropolitan Carriage, Wagon & 
Finance Co. ld v Young (Warwick- 
shire, Birmingham) 

Strudwick v Schweder 
Worthing) 

Hogg v Vickers Id (Lancashire, 
Barrow-in-Furness) 

Hopps v T Manners & Sons ld 
(Durham, Bishop Auckland) 

Brown v Kingsbury Colleries Id 
(Staffordshire, Tamworth) 


(Sussex, 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1921. 
Tromp - 100 — 
Jefferson v Gosling 
Cornonaille 1921 Folio 245 
Evans & Reid Id v Owners of 8.8. 
Cornonaille 


Folio 515 


(Interlocutory List.) 
Joannis Vatis 1917 Folio 743 
Owners of 8.8. Worsley Hall v 
Owners of Joannis Vatis 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1921. 
Osborne v Dawson 
Curzon & anr v Surridge 
Kokusai v Johnson 
Lowe v Ramon de Asconio 
Fenton Textile Assoc Id v Krassin 
Osborne v Dawson 
Niger Co ld v Guardian Assce Co Id 1918. 
Nitrate Producers Steamship Co Id | Weiss, Biheller & Brooke ld (Applts) 
Big Short Bros Id v Richard Farmer, Surveyor of 
Glaskie v Bellencontre Taxes (Respt) (Reveiue S de) 


IN RE THE WORKMEN'S CoM. | Se!by-Lowndes v | Selby-Lowndes 
PENSATION ACTS, 1897 and | (8: generally—liberty to restore 
1906. wtih dei by 14 days’ notice on either side, 
iia March 29, 1920) 
Judgment Reser red. 1980 
Fro Co r Co . a 
ined belies The Ma el ao ee ee 
Rolls, Atkin & Youngen, } JJ — & Co (6.0. generally Dee. 
Hunter v Simner (c.a.v. July 1) *) 


IN RE THE WORKMEN'S COM.- 
PENSATION ACTS, 1897 and’ 
1906. 

(From County Courts.) | 4) 
1921. FROM THE PROBATE 

Buckley v T E Marchington & Co “DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(Lancashire, Ashton-under-Lyne) Final 1 New Trial List 

Joy v Morton (Surrey, Redhill) (Final and New irtal List.) 

Johnson v Bell Bros Id (Durham, 1919, 

| Probate In re the Estate of Francis 


Durham) 
toberts v The Broughton & Plas | Arthur Davies dec Davis, George 
(Applt) v Wills, Alfred & ors 


Power Colliery Co Id (Denbigh 
(Respts) (Applt dead—s.o. ) 


shire, Wrexham) 
Rollings v Tho on (Worcester- oe . regen 
aio Kiddermisster) reester- | IN RE THE WORKMEN'S COM. 
Johnson v The Florence Coal & Iron PENSATION ACTS, 1897 and 

Co Id (Staffordshire, Stoke-upon- | 1906. 

Trent) | (From County Court.) 
Milligan v Kerr, Stuart & Co Id | 1921. 

(Staffordshire, Hanley) | Martin v_ Lindsay’s Paddington 
| Iron Works Id (s.0. generally 
| April 26) 


(Susse Xx, 


Standing in the “ Abated ” List. 
FROM THE KING'S BENCH 
DIVISION. 

(Final and New Trial List.) 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1921. 
Prenez v John Mercer & Sons (s.0. 
generally—liberty to apply, April 


AND 


Jacobs v Mandelbaum (Middlesex, | 
Whitechapel) 


N.B—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, etc., set down to 23rd September, 1921. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1921. 
NorTIcEsS RELATING TO THE CHANCERY CavUsE Last. 

Mr. Justice Eve.—Except when other business is advertised in the Daily 
Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice SARGANT will take his business as announced in the Michac|mas 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice AsTBURY will take his business as announced in the Michaelmas 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Peterson will take his business as announced in the 
Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—-Mr. Justice Peterson will take 
Lancashire business on Thursdays, the 20th October, the 3rd and 17th 
November, and the Ist and 15th December. 

Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence.—Except when other business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken throughout 
the Sittings. 
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Mr. Justice Russe. 
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On each Friday afternoon Summonses under 
Trading with the Enemy Act will be taken. 


Subject thereto Actions with 


Witnesses will be heard throughout the Sittings. 


Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—-Mr. Justice Sargant will 
hear Chamber Summonses on Tuesdays. Mr. Justice Astnury and 
Mr. Justice PETERSON will sit in Court every Monday during the Sittings 


to hear Chamber Summonses. 


Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 


heard by Mr. Justice SaRGant, Mr. 


PETERSON, 


Justice Astpury and Mr. Justice 


Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 


the Michaelmas Sittings Paper. 


Norice With RererRence TO THE Cuancery Wrrness Lists, 
During the Michaelmas Sittings the Judges will sit for the disposal of 


Witness Actions as follows : 


Mr. Justice Eve will take the Witness List for Eve and Pererson, JJ. 


Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence will 
and P. O. Lawrence, JJ. 


take the Witness List for Astpury 


Mr. Justice Russe will take the Witness List for Sarganrand Russe, 


JJ. 
Chancery Causes for trial or hearing 


Before Mr. Justice Eve. 


Retained Adjourned Summonses 

In re DOyly, dee Swayne v 
DOyly 

In re Thomas Lacy, de« 
Hirst 

In re Mary Ann Lacy, dee Dyson 
Durrance 

In re J J Johns, dec Geake v Johns 

In re Kurtz's Settlement Trusts 
Henderson v Layton 

In re Thomas, dec 
Wreford 

In re Bushby’s Contract In re 
Vendor & Purchaser Act 

In re Williams, dee Williams v 
Williams 


Dyson v 


Wright v 


Causes for Trial. 
(With Witnesses). 


Mansell v Houston 

Wylie v Carlyon 

Hulley v Silversprings, &c. Co, 

Arbib v Arbib 

G A Harvey & Co (London) Id v 
The United Glass Bottle Manfs Id. 

Thompson v Thompson 

Edwards v Pearson (s.0. for date 
to be fixed) 

Brown v Harris pt. hd. (8.0. October 
18) 

In re Baird, dec Whitelaw & ors v 
Ginsburg & ors 

Taylor v W & A Gilbey Id « 

Leach v Briggs, Pollit & Co Id 

J Chessum & Sons Id v Chessum & 
anr (fixed October 19) 

Kemp v James 

Williamson v inrig & Cutting (s.0. 
until after inspection) 

Curzon Bros ld v H A Roberts Id 

Duché v Duche 

Lines v G & J Lines Id 

Batters v Becker 

Morris v British Griffin Chilled Lron 
& Steel Co Id 

Industrials ld v Evison 

le azle y Vv Be azley 

Billing v Pittaway 

Wilton & ors v Ware & anr 

Ke lsey V Kelse Vy 

Mills v Mander 

Hammond v Sandys 

In re James Mitchell, dec Mitchell 
& ors v Mitchell & ors 

Friary Holroyd & Healy's Breweries 
Id v Marine Hotel (Selsey) Id 

Hill v Jackson 

Colville v Bennie & ors 

Pautard v Pautard 

Francis & ors v Gordes 

Williams vy Maxwell (not 
October 24) 

Carter v Chapman 

Attenborough v Ledgard 

Premier Taxameter Co Id v Wad 
dington Bros 


before 


Set down to 23rd September, 1921. 


In re Trade Mark 405,812 Premier 
Taxameter Co Id 
In re Trade Marks Acts, 1915 to 1919 
Connolly & ors v British Margarine 
Trade Supplic NS ld «& ors 
tigg v. Newman 
Maclaren v Russell & anr 
Ward v Ward 
Lewis v Demery & Hooley 
Norwich Union Life Insce Soe v 
Charles 
Hauser v Rosen 
Gosden v Swales 
Malcolmson v Glegg 
In re Von Hiller, dee Winslow v 
Hiller 
Canvey Island Commrs v Preedy 
Woodhill Garden Village ld v Welsh 
Garden Cities Id 
Sendall v Russell 
Brinton v Preen 
W E Chivers & Sons Id v Corbould 
Warren 
Wood v Aircraft Manufacturing Co 
ld & ant 
Metherell v Cullum 
Stone v Oakley 
Humphrey v Link 
Public Trustee v Richardson 
Richardson v Lax 
Coverley v Jefferson 
Jones D v Jones B 
Parkin v Parkin 
Harvey v Scott 
Jone a Vv Morris 
Fox v Jacobson 
In re Lowe, dec Caunt v Lowe 
Edelsten v Balfour 
Greenshicelds v Wheatley 
Thomson v Dunnicliffe & Mills 
In re Morris, dec Morris v Morris 
Neustein v Mason 
Simon v Simon 
Gihl v Roberts & anr 
In re Dunphie, de 
Morgan 
Lander v Bassett 
Marine & Locomotive Superheaters 
Id v Superheater Units Id 
Eastern Valle ya Black Vein Col 
lieries ld v Ellied Colliery Co Id 
Harvey v Allen 
Charteris v Hollis 
Townmead Oil Works ld v Rosher 
ville Gardens Id 


Dunphie v 


Before Mr. Justice SARGANT 
Retained Causes for Trial 
(With Witnesses) 

In re David Stevens Legg v Stevens 
(to be mentioned) 
Fowler v Kibble pt 

October 19) 
Calvert v Marshall 
The Golden Bread Co ld v Hem. 

mings 
Holloway v Collins 


hd. (fixed for 


| Andrews v Maclachlan 
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EQUITY 


AND 


LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 


W.C.2. 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 


Chairman—Sir Richard Stephens Taylor. 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C. 
John George Butcher, Bart., K.C., M.P. 
Edmund Church, Esq. 

Philip G. Collins, Esq 

Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq 
John Croft Deverell, Eaq 
Robert William Dibdin, Kaq 
Charlies Baker Dimond, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED 


Deputy-Chairman—L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 


The Rt. Hon. Lord Ernie, P.C., M.V.O. 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Easy. 

Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

The Rt. Hon. Lord Phillimore, P.C., D.C.L. 
Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 

The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, Bart. 

Francis Minchin Voules, Esq., C.B.E. 
Charles Wigan, Esq. 


£5,000,000. 


All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Whole Life and Endowment Assurances without 


profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 








Dudley-Clarke v Dunkley 

Pritchard v Potts 

Brown v Brown 

In re Letters Patent No 142,934 
granted to E H Jones & Alloy 
Welding Process Id (g.0.) 


Adjourned Summonses. 


In re J 'T Poyser, dec Landon v Cox 
pt. hd. (s.0. to Nov. 7, 1922) 

Gordon v Gordon 

In re V E Hope, dee Hope v Smith 

In re Mair Williamson v French pt 
hd. (#.0.) 

In re H J Seymour, dec Seymour v 
Smith 

In re W A Wyatt, de« 
Wyatt 

In re Bellhouse, dec Bellhouse v 


Bellhouse 

In re Legg, dee Legg v Richmond 

In re J T Butcher de« Thorpe v 
Creen 

In re Batho dee Wimble v Casth 

In re Morrison, dee Brown v 
Morrison 

In re Staplee, dee Moore v Ashby 

In re Fife’s Settlement Publix 
Trustee v Fife 

In re Noblett’s Settlement 
dale v Rive radale 

In re Stawell’s Settlement Rivers 
dale v Riversdak 

In re F Mitchell, dee 
Mitchell 

Dessau v Peters, Rushton & Co 

Same v Same, 

In re F Heath, dec Heath v Heath 

In re Emma Venn, dec Venn v Venn 

Iu re F Spring, dec Spring v Spring 

In re Moore, dee Hodgson v Moore 

In re S C Boulter, dec Capital & 
Counties Bank v Boulter 

In re H P J Warburton, dec Caddy 
v Warburton 

In re A M Ballard, dec 
Coata 

In re M C Dowager Duchess of 
Sutherland, dee Mitchell v Bubna 

Gainwell v 


Avon v 


Rivers 


Mitchel] v 


Gorst v 


In re Gainwell, de¢ 
Cainwell 

In re Henry Potter, de« 
Potter 

In re Melville, dee Wimbledon 
Borough Council v Public Trustec 

Falbaum v Klinger Manufacturing 
Co Id 

In re Hopkinson Dyson v Hopkin 
son 

In re Stennett Wells v Reeve 

In re Barnes, dec Clarke v Barnes 

In re Aspell, dee Crawford vy 
Cheetham 

In re Bridgeman-Simpson, dec 
Fitzwilliam v Hingston 

In re North's Settlement 

In re Conveyancing Act, 1911 


Rovers v 


In re Moss, dec Moss v Hands 

In re J Barralet, dec Barralet v 
Shorter 

In re James Bolwell, dec Robbins v 
Sanson 

In re J R Thompson, dec Hunter v 
Thompson 

In re Ferry & Marshall & Wilson's 
Contract In re Vendor & Pur 
chaser Act, 1874 

In re Baron Trevor's Settlement 
Hill v Trevor 

Spearing v Edwin 
(Oldbury) 1d 

In re F G Chick, dee Chick v Chick 

In re Broadwood, dec Public Trustee 
v Broadwood 

In re Tolstoy Miloslavsky, de¢ 
Faire v Me Bride 

In re Harrison, dec Whitworth v 
Belton 

In re Morgan’s Will Trust Publi 
rrustee v Foster 

In re J Evans, dec Evans v Evans 

In re J B Bower, dec Powell v 
Marsh- Dunn 

Hall v Minter 

Dadd v Jarmaine 


Danks & Co 


Before Mr. Justice AstaurRy. 

Retained Matters. 

Motion (by order). 
Thompson v_ British & Colonial 
Kinematograph Co ld(s.o. generally) 

Causes for Trial. 

(With Witnesses), 

Haimes vy Whitley & Monkseaton 
U. D.C. pt. hd 

Crediton Urban District Council v 
Crediton Gas Co pt. hd 

Frazer v Woodside Garden Suburb 
ld pt. hl. 

Pudney v Drummond 

Johnson v Lreland 

Cornhill Syndicate Id v Compen- 
diums Id 

Demery v Waller Bros Id 

Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Landor’s Settlement Landor 
v Landor pt. hd. (s.o. generally) 
Bosmere & Claydon Union v 
Woodbridge Union (so gene illv) 

In re Kerrison’s Settlement In re 
Settled Land Acts, L882 to 1890 
s.0. generally) 

In re Inman Anderson y 
pt.hd. (s o. géne:ally) 

In re Hatton, dec Hockin v Hatton 
(s.o. generally) 

In re Earnshaw 
Earnshaw pt hd. 

In re Von Brandt's 


Inman 


Earnshaw 


In re Cow pe r, de« 
Settlement 

In re Rogers, dec Rogers v Rogers 

In re Milner’s Settlement Milner v 
Milner 


In re Joy, dec Carpendale v Joy 

In re Housing Acts, 1890 to 1919 
In re Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act In re Alliance Economi 
Investment Co Id 

In re Gough, dec Hilton v Gough 

In re H W Page, dec Child v Page 
& ors 

In re Jennings, dec Heather v 
Griffiths & ors 

Hollands v Cooper 

In re Lobito, Benguella & Catum- 
bella Electric Light & Power 
Co Id Johnstone v The Company 

In re Henry Jenkins, dec Cattley v 
Gordon Boys Home 

In re Pritchard-Rayner, dee Upper- 
ton v Greene 

In re Lovegrove’s Settlement Trusts 
Hanrott v Lovegrove 

In re Griess, dec Redfern v Griess 

In re H G Close, dec Public Trustee 
V Close 

In re Bulpitt, dec Bulpitt v Bul pitt 

In re James Price, dec Forsaith v 
Clegg 

In re BJ Sutherland, dec Sutherland 
v Sutherland 

In re Crundall dec Cauchi v Crundall 

MacAfee & Co Id v Lycett 

Queenborough Wharf Co Id v 
Jaffray & ors 

Lambert & anr v Témpleton 

In re Remmington & Fitzgerald In re 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts 
1914 to 1917 

In re Huddersfield 
Church Briggs v Bailey & ors 

Hudson v_ International Young 
Men's Christian Assoc of North 
America 

In re James Thornton, dec Calvert v 
Calvert 

Pembridge v Commons 


Spiritualist 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding Up). 

Petitions (to wind up). 

Fibre Tube & Box Board Manu 
facturers Id (petn. of J B Hunt 
ordered on Nov. 18, 1919, to 
stand over generally) 

W Berwick & Co Id (petn. of 
Stirling Metals Id—s.o. from 
July 12, 1921, to Oct. 25, 1921) 

A Harper Sons & Bean ld (petn. of 
G Johnston—s.o. from June 14, 
1921, to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Bentley Priory ld (petn. of J Alfred 
Pratt and Co Id—s.o. from 
July 19, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Martinsyde Id (petn. of Alfred 
Herbert ld—ordered on July 26, 
1921, to stand over generally) 

W 8 Laycock Id (petn. of Bagshaws 
& Co ld & anr—s.o. from July 26, 
1921, to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Alexander MeMillan Id (petn. of 
© E Harrop—s.o. July 19, 1921, 
to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Bridge Paper Mills Id (petn. of 
Salisbury Supply Co—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Capital & Counties Insee Co Id 
(petn. of T E Brooke—s.o. from 
Aug. 31, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

London & General Trade Bank Id 
(petn. of William John Barnett 
ordered on July 26, 1921, to s.o. 
generally) 

Austin Motor Co ld (petn. of 
Beckett, Laycock and Watkinson 
ld—s.o. from July 19, 1921, to 
Oct. 18, 1921) 

Austin Motor Co Id (petn. of Dunlop 
Rubber Co ld—s.o. from July 19, 
1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 
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South Fleetwood Fishing Co Id 
(petn. of C Jeffs, Junr—s.o. from 
Sept. 28, 1921, to Nov. 1, 1921) 

Sun Fuel Co Id (petn. of Percy Jose 
Mitchell—s.o. from July 19, 1921, 
to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Commercial Amalgamations Trust 
ld (petn. of H M Attorney General 

3.0. from July 26, 1921, to 
Oct. 18, 1921) 

Western Counties Shipping Co Id 
(petn. of Colonial Bank—s.o., from 
July 19, 1921, to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Whitham & Butterworth Id (petn. of 
Reginald Edward Lindley—s.o 
from July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 
1921) 

Birmingham & Midland Counties 
Transport Co Id (petn. of Docker 
Bros ld—s.o. from June 21, 1921, 
to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Burtons Id (petn. of Great Eastern 

ty Co—s.o. from July 26, 1921, 
to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Canada Pacific Iron & Steel Syndi- 
cate Id (petn. of Sir John Roper 
Wright—ordered on July 5, 1921, 
to s.o. generally) 

Sewell & Sewell Id (petn. of N 
Shaffer—s.o. from July 26, 1921, 
to Oct. 25, 1921) 

W Dennison & Co Id (petn. of 
Pattison & Co—s.o. from July 12, 
1921, to Oct. 25, 1921) 

British Ensign Motors ld (peta. of 
Perey John Smith—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Ex-Officers National Federation 
(petn. of Arthur Gordon Letch 
worth—+s.o. from July 12, 1921, 
to Oct. 25, 1921) 

Convex Incandescent Mantle Co Id 
(petn. of Maxim Hanson Hersey 

s.o. from July 26, 1921, to 
Oct. 18, 1921) 

M Mazza & Co ld (petn. of Merchants 
Discount Bank Id—s.o. from 
Aug. 24, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Paynes Ship & Timber Co Id (petn. 
of Arthur Capel & Co (London) Id 

s.o. from July 19, 1921, to 
Oct. 18, 1921) 

Machinery & Steels Id (petn. of 
William Henry Pease—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Ludgate Id (petn. of Arnprior 
Cabinet ld—s.o. from July 26, 
1921, to Oct. LS, 1921) 

Nechi Consolidated Gold Mining Co 
ld (petn. of R Richards & Co 
s.0. from July 19, 1921, to 
Oct. 18, 1921) 

Jasper Id (petn. of Rhoda Louisa 
Carreg—s.o. from July 26, 1921, 
to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Risin’ Sun Polishes Id (petn. of John 
Horn (London) Id—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

WGC Hayward & Co ld (petn. of 
Victoria Tube Co Ild—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

New Royalty Kinema (Brixton) Id 
(petn. of Walturdaw Co ld—s.o 
from July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18 
1921) 

Banque Industrielle de Chine (petn. 
of the Company—s.o. from 
July 26, 1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Everybody’s Vacuum Cleaner (Lon- 
don) Id (petn. of the Ben Jonson 
Tobacco Co—s.o. from July 26, 
1921, to Oct. 18, 1921) 

W T Bailey ld (petn. of Inglesant & 
Burton—s.o. from Sept. 28, 1921, 
to Oct. 18, 1921) 

Cinema Combine Id 
Butcher’s Film Service Id) 

Mid-African & Overseas Properties 
Id (petn. of Henry Hermann 
Markwald) 


(petn. of 
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Wooler Motor Cycle Co. (1919) Id 
(petn. of Bowden Wire Id) 

British Lion Films Id (petn. of 
Henry Rothfield) 

Tar Burners Id (petn. of W R Sykes 
Interlocking Signal Co Id) 

Askew & Elliott Id (petn. of Edward 
Harold Riches) 

Moving Picture Exhibition = of 
British Industries Id (petn. of 
Henry Slade) 

B B Christie & Co Id 
Emberton Bros) 

Wooler Motor Cycle Co (1919) Id 
(petn. of Lliffe & Sons Id) 

Colour Id (petn. of WS Muir & Co) 

Edward Delfosse ld (petn. of Herbert 
F Solly ld) (in liquidation) 

British Properties ld (petn. of 
George Stephens) 

Port Lincoln Copper Co Id (petn. of 
the Minister of Mines for the 
State of South Australia) 

Kelly Export Cold (petn. of M Adam 
Robinson & Co) 

X.O. Financial Syndicate Id (petn. 
of John Proctor, a firm) 
Elite Leather Co ld (petn. « 

Featherston) 

United Kingdom Colonial & Foreign 
Insce Co Id (petn. of International 
Insce Co Id) 

Films Cooling Towers Id (petn. of 
Morton, Down & Co Id) 

Maxim Lamp Works ld (petn. of 
Carl Quitmann) 

E J Caldicott & Co Id (peta, of S 
Bersi & Co Id) 

Wilkins, Champion & 
(petn. of Ever Ready Co (Great 
Britain) Id) 

British Properties Id 
Herbert Bamber & Co) 

Sunday Sportsman Id 
Eric Fernstrom) 

Same (petn. of Spalding & Hodge Id) 

London & Suburban Development 
Co Id (petn. of Bradley & Sen Id) 

Newington Clothing Co Id (petn. of 
A H Lipman) 

British Metal & Toy Manufacturers 
Id (petn. of W B Tattersall Id) 

Asbada Trust Id (petn. of E A Seitz) 

Walter E Isley ld (petn. of Edwards 
& Co) 

Hewitt & 


(petn. of 


f Edith 


‘ 


(petn. of 


(petn. of 


Vincent Id (petn. of 


International Trade Exhibitions 
ld) 

Ernest Lyon Id (petn. of Richard 
Parry) 

Omnium Trust Corpn (petn. of 


John Menzies & Co Id) 

West African Planters ld (petn. of 
Patoschka & Hultier) 

Powerite Steam Jointing Co Id 
(petn. of F H Smith) 
Acme Sales Agency Id 

Rexine ld) 

Morriss & Tingey Id (petn. of M 
Woolfe) 

Flightecraft ld (petn. of Runbaken 
Magneto Co ld) 

Dagnalls Id (petn. of Hazeldine Bros) 

Improved Chilling & Transport Id 
(petn. of EJ Edwards) 

Regal Fire & Accident Co Id (petn. of 
British Isles Marine & General 
Insee Co Id) 

Trans-Oceanic Shipping & Trading 
Co ld (petn. of A H Partridge) 

Ross Locknut Co Id (petn. of 
H J Payne) 

Shipping & Trading Co Id (petn. of 
Harry Herbert Id) 

Thella Id (petn. of Debenhams Id) 


(petn. of 


Webbs (1921) Id (petn. of North 
British Rubber Co Id) 

+ W Kitson & Co ld (petn. of G Luck) 

Pelman Institute Id (petn. of Fredk 
E Potter ld & anr) 

British Improved Construction Co 
ld (petn. of E Hayes) 

Fitch & Sons, Contractors, Id 
(petn. of R V Boughton) 

Chancery Petitions. 

Insce Co Id (to confirm 

orde red on 

stand 


Caxton 
alteration of objects 
March 15, 1921, to 
generally) 

Anglo-American Assce Co Id (to 
confirm alteration of objects 
s.o. from March 22, 1921, to Oct. 
18, 1921) 

P R Jackson & Co Id & reduced (to 
sanction Scheme of Arrangement 
and confirm reduction of capital) 

Fellows, Morton & Clayton Id and 
reduced (to contirm reduction of 
capital) 


over 


| Mells Collieries ld and reduced(same) 


Leafs ld and reduced 


Pawsons & 
(same) 
Robert Hayes Id and reduced (same) 


| Walkers Mutual Chaplins Id and 


| United 
Wilkins Id | 





reduced (same) 

United African Explorations Id and 
reduced (same) 

Middleton Estate & Colliery Co Id 
and reduced (same) 

Lautaro Nitrate Co ld and reduced 
(same) 

Lankat Plantations Co Id 
and reduced (same) 

Ford Id and reduced (same) 

G. W. K. (1919) Id and reduced 
(same) 

Martinsyde Id (to sanction Scheme 
of Arrangement—ordered on July 
26, 1921, to stand over generally) 

Sumerling & Co Id (to sanction 
Scheme of Arrangement) 

Universal Automobile Insce Co Id 
(to confirm alteration of objects 

Hoover Suction Sweeper Co ld (to 
confirm alteration of objects) 

H A & D Taylor Id (same) 

Lewis Berger & Sons Id (same) 

Indian & General Investment Trust 
ld (same) 

Shettield Telephone (New System) 
Co Id (same) 

South Wales & Monmouthshire 
Telephone (New System) Co Id 
(same) 

Liverpool Telephone (New System) 
Co Id (same) 


Lancashire & Yorkshire Private 
Telephone Co Id (same) 
Birmingham Private Telephone 


(New System) Co Id (same) 
I T C ld (same) 
New System Private Telephone Co 
Id (same) 
Leeds Private Telephone 
System) Co Id (same) 
Bristol & West of England Tel 
phone (New System) Co Id (same) 
Newcastle Telephone (New System) 
Co Id (same) 
Companies (Winding-up) 
Motions. 


(New 


| Angel Steamship Co Id (ordered on 


April 13, stand over 
generally) 

John Dawson & Co (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne) Id (stand over generally 
by consent) 

Samos Wine Co Id (ordered on April 


12, 1921, to stand over generally) 


1920, to 
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S Jacobs & Co Id (ordered on March 
15, 1921, to stand over generally) 
H C Motor Id (ordered on July 5, 


1921, to stand over generally) 


Companies (Winding up) 


Court Summonses 
Van den Plas (England) Id (on 
proof of Fiat Motors ld-——with 
witnesses—-partics to apply t 
fix day for hearing 
Fairbanks Gold Mining Co =§ Id 
(ordered on July 26, 1921, to 


stand over nerally) 
RK Martens & Co Id (on claim of 
Lady Rhonnda—with witne 
Connolly Bros Id (on proof of Hecht, 
Levis and Kalin) 


June 21, 1921, to 


SSCS ) 


(ordered on 
stand over 
generally) 

Same (on proof of Luke O'Reilly Id) 
(ordered on June 21, 1021, to stand 
over generally) (retained by Mr. 
Justice P O Lawrence) 

London County C 
insurance Office ld( with witnesses 


mmercial KR 


Farrow’s Bank Id 
WA & RJ Jacobs ld (with witnesses) 


Three Counties Engineering Co Id 
(with witnesses) 
Jubilee Cotton Mills Id (with 


witnesses ) 
Bristol & 
Assoc Id 
Blenheim Motor Co Id 
witnesses) 
Chilian Construction Co Id 
Claridge’s Patent Asphalt Co Id 
Anna Willson &Co ld(with witnesses 
British American Continental Bank 
ld 
Hampton Engineering Co Id 


Dominions Producers 


(with 


Chancery Division. 


French South African Development 


Co ld Partridge v French South 


African Development Co Id (on 
preliminary point—ordered = on 
April 2, 1914, to stand over 


generally pending trial of action 
in King’s Bench Division) 
Gardiner Shipbuilding & Engineer 
ing Co ld Coutts & Co v Gardiner 
Shipbuilding Engineering 


Co Id 


and 


Actions for trial. , 
Phillippo & Sen Id Shepherd v 
Phillippo & Son Id & ors 
Goswell Clothing Works Id Phillips 
v Goswell Clothing Works Id 


Before Mr 
tctained Matters. 


Causes for Trial. 


Justice PETERSON. 


(With witne S808). 
Weinberg v Lyons & ant 
Capper v Williams 
Conron & ors vo London County 


Council 

Alabaster v Southweii 

Harris v Newbould (s.0. for setth 
ment) 


Further Consideration. 


Turner v Farrant 


Adjourncd Summonses. 

In re Johnson, dec How v Knight 
In re J J Kidman, dec Kidman v 
Kidman 
In re Alice 
Redfearn 
In re Thomas 

(uy 
In re Wagstaff, de« 
Jalland 


Price, dec Dean 
Berry, dec Berry v 


Public Trustee v 


In re Hancock, de« 

In re Leslie Leslie v Lesli 

In re W R Spurr’s Estate Peel v 
Spurr 


Budd v Hancock | 


| 








In re Pearson, dec Hewitt v Murray 

In re Emily Smith, dec Beard v 
Beard & ors 

In re de Lobau, det 
Wheeler & ors 

In re Tibbetts, de« 
Tibbetts 

In re Wicks, de« 

In re Wood, de« 

In re Tree 
Trechmann 

In re Coke's Settled 
Crutchley v Coke 

In re E M Jones, dec 
Pinchin 

In re Middleton's Settled 
Fisher v Middleton 

In re Rumbal, de« 
Rumbal 


In re John Watson, de« 


Hippisley v 
Hardeman v 
Emblin v Barker 


Warry v Wood 


hmann, dee Trechmann v 
Furniture 
Pierce v 

Estates 


Woolven v 


Hamilton v 


oyster 
In re A W Hall's Settled Estate 
In re Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 
Pso0 
In re Burleigh, dec May v Burleigh 
In re Barker, dec Barker v Barker 
In re Levett, dee Legge v Levett 


In re Garrood, dee Public Trustee v 
CGarrood 

In re Holmes, de« 
& ors 

In re Marshall, dee Kirby v Turney 

In re Danby, dec McNair v Danby 

In re Cannon, dee Judd v Warner 

In re Sturt, de de Bunsen v 
Hardinge 

In re Wingham, dee Taylor v Gates 

In re Sprague, dee Chown v Walter 

Singleton v Rundk 


Stobart v 


In re Gore, dec 
& ors 

In re Famatina Co ld British Cana 
dian & General Investment Co Id 
v The C PMA 

In re The Steade Institut: 


Welfare Fellowes v Pt 


of Infant 


L& ors 


In re Collyer, dee Collyer v Collyer 

In re Henry Washbourne, dec 
Tayler v Cobb 

In re Towner, de Plummer v 


Towner 
In re Andrew, dec Andrew v Andrew 
In re Bairstow, dee Rowson v 

(;reaves 
Coe v Procter 
In re Pewtre BS, dex 

vy Workman 
In re Blood’s Settlement 

Peckham 
In re Paynter, de 

Fanning 
In re Evans, de« 
In re Stannarics 

Paterson v The Company 
In re Cottrell, dee Cottrell v Mile 
In re Eyre-Williams, de« Kyre 

Williams v Williame 
In re R F Holmes, dec I 

Holmes 
In re Ward, de« 


Public Trustee 
Curre v 
Fanning v 


Lougher v Evans 


Envinecring ¢ ld 


olkerd v 


Harrison v Ward 


In re Wakley, dec Mosley, Flowers 
& Co. v Tomlinson 
In re Whelan, dec Doyle & anr v 


Woodliff & ors 
Schwartz v Schwartz 
In re J A Taylor, de« 

[weed 
In re JS Hall, de« 
Lofthouse & anr v 
In re Oppositie 

Gretton ld 
In re Application of Union National 


Taylor v 


Smith v Hall 
Kadon & ors 


n by Bass, Rateliff & 


Inter Syndicak des Marques 
Collectives 

In re Trade Marks Acts 

In re Richard, dec Blakey v Richard 


Before Mr. Justice P. O. LAWRENCE, 
Retained Matters. 
Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Burroughs’ Settlement Abbott 

v Burroughs (s.0.) 
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In re Princess Dolgorouki, dec | Blatchford v Cory & Grundy Id The Millbrook Engineering Co ld v | Wood v Lush 9 
Ewart v Dolgorouki pt. hd Phonotas Co Id v Willox Vivian and Sons Id London County Westminster & se 
In re Mansfield, dec Mansfield vy Attorney Gener. v Brown In re East Kent Amusements ld | Parr’s Bank v The British Email. (City 
Mansfield & ors (s.0. generally In re Organic Research Co ld In re Knowles v The Company lite Co Id os 
In re AJ Smith, dec Smith v Smith Companies (Consolidation) Act, Levy v Selbit Gough & ors v Marsh es 
In re Richard Ainsworth, dec Mil 1908 Cheesman v Hart Holder & anr v Hay WRR 
lington v Ainsworth MacFarlane v T Belton v Bass, Ratcliffe & Gretton ld | Hutchinson v Lion & ant Meliwr 
Hart v Hughes Greenhalgh v Cath Pither & ors v Tr pons 
hina art v Hugh ireenhalgh v Catlow ither & ors v Trim Thearl 
Att Geneon T D Carlton Main Colliery Co td y Hilleary v Brandon Mahogany Estates & Saw Mills Id y Baron 
ne a % ere Peg Hemsworth R D ¢ Jeffs v Pusser Harvey West 
Water Wharf Id (gs 0 O tober 13 B Brot T Noel Mehl _ Levy Ball & 
Wi hater . Wi Rates prown v rown OFFIC Vi oer en man Vv a vy RUW 

E J King Id v Sweetland v New Cross Kinema Id In re Saul Lyons, dec Saturley y 

Causes for Trial. Bank Id 


Barcla 
Leavey v Gortner Lyons 
(With Witnesses). In re Thomas Wilmot, dee Wilmot 


Holt v 
Gothard v Adamson Phillips v Lipman Slee & 
Crouch v Mitchell (8 0. date to be v Wilmot 
fixed) 


Dognin 
Cross v 
Firth v 
In re West New Jersey Soc. a 
Samuel v Hovell White ' 
Sergeant v Kelly(s.o. for commission) 
British Thomson Houston Co Id vy 
Corona Lamp Works Id 
Mercantile Issue 


bridge 


British Overseas 


Before Mr. Justice Russeuu. Crown Office, 29th September, 1921, 


Retained Matters. 


Truste 
Days and places appointed for holding the Autumn Assizes, 1921 : 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 


White | 
Dognin 
Conde » 
Sharp ' 
Groves 
Balkan 
South | 
(War 
Newma 
Levy B 
Squier 
Peizer ' 
Wiggle: 
Lash v 
Harcou 
Shaw v 
Solomo 
Booth \ 


Adjourned Summonses. 


Arg a Trane =—~or R ; Mr. Justice Swift. 
Buenos Ayres & Pacific Ry Co Me. Just Let 

- ir. Justice Acton, 

In re H J bx ll, dee Public Truster . . 


v Eden 


y Co v 
> 
4 


Loberts & ors v 

Corpn ld and ant 
Hargraves v Cater 
Nichvles v Bailey In re Cawston, dee Behrens v Bell 
Berry v De Gex Bathurst d 


Dickson v Anglo-Continental Mines 1® re Barnett Goldberg, dee Foley v 
Co ld Wharman 


Sturmey v Woolmer In Ba, Edward Steinkopff, de 
Welton v Welton Favorke v Ste inkopft 


Burroughes v Abbott & ors (! on 
Jordan v Rintoul euses for Trial. 
Richardson & Co v Smith (With Witnesses.) 
Gunter & Co ld v Jacobsen In re A Harper Sons & Bean Id 
Bean v The Company (not before 
Tannen v Chamberlain Oct. 26) 
Weir & Thompson v Empson & ors | Whatton v Garner (restored) 
Craven v L Sherwood Id British Bank for Foreign Trade Id 
Eckstein v Schintz v Russian Commercial & Indus 
Duoscope Id v Roughton trial Bank 
Whale v Streathorn Engineering Co Pierpoint v Williamson 
ld Imperial & Foreign Corpn Id v 
In re Aircraft Manufacturing Co Id Josephine Chocolates Id (s.0.) 
Holgate v The Company Smith v Goodfellow 
Ellam v Elliott Jackson v Bishop 


Saturday , 22nd October, at Carlisle. 
Thursday, 27th October, at Lancaster. 
Monday, 3lst October, at Liverpool. 
Monday, 21st November, at Manchester. 
SOUTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Horridge. 
Thursday, 13th October, at Cambridge. 
Wednesday, 19th October, at Norwich, 
Tuesday, 25th October, at Bury St. Edmunds. McCrea 
Monday, 3ist October, at Chelmsford. — 
OXFORD CIRCUIT. Northo 
Mr. Justice Baiihache. ere 
Thursday, 13th October, at Reading. Simla \ 
Saturday, 15th October, at Oxford. — 
Thursday, 20th October, at Worcester. Ford v 
Monday, 24th October, at Gloucester. Golding 
Friday, 28th October, at Monmouth. mowates 
Wednesday, 2nd November, at Hereford. 
Saturday, 5th November, at Shrewsbury. 
Thursday, 10th November, at Stafford. 


Marsh « 
WALES AND CHESTER CIRCUIT. 


In re Gigg, dec Johnson v Hickman 


Chelten 
Collinge 

Coun 
Holdsw 
Pryce & 


Denton v Lindsay Macdonald v Smith 
Symondson v Owen Fasbender v 
Sherman v Cohen 

Taylor & anr v Paice & ant 

Kramer v Attorney General 

Parfitt v Reed 

Hughes v Small page 

Heald v Packing House Products Co 


Raymond v 
Martin v Re 
Oppenheime 


Agnew v Repington 
L, Huguenin ld & anr v Garstin 
Pritchard v Universal Car Co Id 


Attorney Ce 


KING'S BENCH DIVISION 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1921 
CROWN PAPER. 

For Hearing 


The King v Beverley U Df 

The King v Newcastle-upon-Tyne County Court Judge and 
Schalit & ors 

Yhe King v County Court Judge of West Hartlepool and 
Schalit & ors 

The King v Schalit & ors 

The King v Special Commrs of Income Tax 

The King v Governor of Brixton Prison 

Margerison v BE Hind & Cold 

Beston v Newburys id 

Oakley v Mayor, &c of Merthyr Tydfil 

Keane v Ashbocking Overseers 

rhe King v Graham-Campbel!l, Esq, Met Po! Mag & Collins 

Taylor v Hecht 

Boyee v Cox 

Same v Same 

Smith v Lynch 

MeGiurk v Dixon & Wife 

Melville v Taylor 

Houghston v Lees 

Norton v San 

The King v Lyon 

London County Council v Wettman 

Crystal Palace Trustees v Assessment Committee of Croydon 
Union 

The King v Special Commrs of Income Tax 

Wilson & ors v Ministry of Agriculture & Fisheries 

Cox v Hesketh 

Green v Gloucester Standing Joint Committee 

Salmon v Foster 

Che King v Hupert 

The King v Griffiths 

The King v Evans 

The King v Price 

The King v Jones 





Davis v J Pullar & Sons 
Marshall V Jose ph 


Curzon-Herrick v Jackson 
ld Jarvis v Cotton 


Pioneer Mill Co ld v Fletcher 


| The King 


| The King 


Attorney General 


Vickerman 


cVves 


Mr. Justice McCardie. 


Thursday, 13th October, at Carnarvon. 
Tuesday, 18th October, at Ruthin. 
Monday, 24th October, at Chester. 





rv Rawnsley 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that al! Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. 
| insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & 80 

Durkin v Durkin | (LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 


Property is generally very inadequate 


neral v Liv sol hk auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a stafl of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
ra AVETpOn pn } to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, 


The King v Same 

The King v Worthington 

Rowland 

Davies 

Murdock 

Evans 

he King v Meeson 

lhe King v Price, Junr 

Dickinson v Bainbridge 

rhe King v Watson, Esq, & anr Jj 
Micklethwaite v Maddison 

Binns v Cox 

The King v James, Esq & ors, Jj & Marchant 
Mayor, &c of Hackney v Dore 

Stirk & Sons id v Halifax Assessment Committee A ors 
Latham v Harvey 

Leck v Epsom R D ¢ 

The King v Markham, Esq & ors, Jj 
Redgrave v Clarke 

Ryall v Cubitt Heath & ors 

Crang v Leman 

Roberts v Rignart 

rhe King v Mayor, &c Cambridge 

Brown v West Sussex County Council 
London County Council v Luxemberg 

lhe King v H M Secretary of State for Home Affairs 
Star Cinema (Shepherds Bush) ld v Baker 
Ewart v Hughes 

rhe King v Latchingdon Overseers 

The King v Same 

Young v Jones 

Lewellyn v Turner 

Mayor, &c West Ham v Moss Empires id 
The King v Rose & anr 

The King v North, Esq & ors, Jj 
Robinson v Hannon 

Spencer v Fox 

The King v Wood, Esq & ors 

Dennis v Hutchinson 

Same Vv Hutchinson 


Trafford v Same 


The King 
rhe King 








works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality —{ADVT. } 


Evans Vv Jones & Jones 
Godfrey v Higgs, Junr 
Blackburn v Skelton 


CIVIL PAPER 
For Argument 


Campbell v Ettlinger & Co ld 

Svinska Stinkols Aktiebolaget Carl Schlyter v Eleazer 
Clark Nortland Navigation Co & anr 

Sinson v Churnin 

Vigo Motor Trading Corpn Id v Knowles 
Court) 

Pope v Simpson (Birmingham County Court) 

Barrett v Hinchcliffe, Stokoe & Co ld 

Mitsui & Co ld v Donald Campbell & Co 

Mann & Cook v H A Walker & Uo 

Dance v Davis & Aston ( Birmingham Court y Court) 

Silverstone & Wife v W Cohen & Wife (Shoreditch Court) 
Court) 

Codling & Hodgkinson Id v Nessim & anr 

McKerrow v Matthews & Yates ld 

Leader v Stenoff (Bloomsbury County Court) 

Prior v Prior (Southend County Court) 

H M Postmaster-General v Mayor &c of Liverpool ( Liver} 0 ! 
County Court) 

Jolly & Edwards v Parry (Llanrwst County Court) 

Adler v Samuel 

Greig v Wood & ors (Wandsworth Count y Court) 

H M Sec of State for War v Sims (Folkestone County Court) 

Cragg v Salmon (Worthing County Court) 

Andrews v Merton & Morden U D C (Croydon County Court) 

Gale & Co ld v Marshal! & French 

Pope & Sons v Dixon (Barnet County Court) 

Murdoch & Co v Wood (Marylebone County Court) 

Smith v Primavesi (Denbigh & Ruthin County Court) 

Procter v Berkeley (Worcester County Court) 

Wilson v The Alliance Economic Investment Co Id (Kingsto® 
County Court) 

Parker v C C & T Hoore (Mayor's & City of London Court) 


(Croydon County 





Jones v 
Delafor 
Ibbotso: 
Ollier v 
Weiler \ 
Kanal v 
Barnard 
Renniso 
Pardo v 
Sanders 
Broomh 

Count 
Beable \ 
Waterm 
Rhodes 
Stoddar 
Cooke v 


1921 


ee 
————_= 


aster & 
h Email. 


——— 
8 should 
a tonk 
vers and 
be glad 
urpiture, 


County 


Courty 


ourt 


Court 


) 
ingstos 


yurt) 
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Bentley v Holland & Hannen & Cubitts Id 
W Hunt & Sons (The Brades) ld v Lawler 
(City of London Court) 
Phillips v Powell & anr (Mayor's & City of London Court) 
Veale v Cavezas (Marylebone County Court) 
Renton v Fry (Harrogate County Court) 
W R Rovile & Sons v Woolf (Clerkenwell County Court) 
Meliwrick v Taylor (Salford County Court) 
Stockdale & Doel v Mann & Cook (West Africa) Id 
Thearle v Andrews( Birkenhead County Court) 
Baron v Cusi (Clerkenwell County Court) 
West Wales Motor Transport Co ld v Baker 
Rall & anr v Thomas & anr (Lianelly County Court) 
RU Weiner & Cold v F. Jones & Co 
Barclays Bank id & ors v Edwin Fox Barnett & Baddeley 
Holt v Nixon (Holt, Cilmt) (Stockport County Court) 
Siee & anr v Hishin (Sugden, Garnishee) 
Dognini v Mandelman 
Cross v Bowen & Bowen (Leigh County Court) 
Firth v Morton( Kingston-on-Hul County Court) 
Hal! v Trotter (Bloomsbury County Court) 
Nash v Mudmay (Monmouth County Court) 
White v Jordain & Pain (Clerkenwel| County Court) 
White & anr v William & anr (Port Madoc County Court) 
Dognini v Mandelman (Westminster County Court) 
Conde v Brotherton (Oswestry County Court) 
Sharp v Coape-Arnold (Evesham County Court) 
Groves v Holland & Sons (Croydon County Court) 
Balkan Tobacco & Products Cold v L J H Grein 
South West London Residential Properties ld v Hisgrov 
(Wandsworth County Court) 
Newman v Klausner (Mayor's & City of London Court) 
Levy Brothers & Knowles id v Marks & Riches ld 
Squier v Hore (Kingston County Court) 
Peizer Vv Federman (Whitechape! County Court) 
Wigglesworth & Co id v James Douglas & Co 
Lash v G Macdonald & Co 
Harcourt v Pollard (Bloomsbury County 
Shaw v Vermont & Co (Watts, Clmt) 
Solomon v Astra Filmsid (Westminster County Court) 
Booth v Booth (Oldham County Court) 
McCreagh v Frearson (Winchester County Court) 
National Productions ld v Motor Cinemas Id (W 
County Court) 
Allen & Co v Ramsbottom Bros 
Northorn v Smythe & anr( West London County Court) 
Rowson v Smith ( County Court) 
Rider v Pickett (New Malton County Court) 
Simha v Navy & Army Canteen Board 
Jimini v Holroyd (West London County Court) 
Grabham Vv Ruckwood (St. Albans County Court) 
Ford v Ford 
Golding vy Wood Top Manufacturing Cold 
Newstead v Daniels 
Marsh & anr v Turley (Margate County Court) 
Cheltenham Guardians and their Employees 
Collinge v Lancashire & Yorkshire Railway Co (Liverpoo! 
County Court) 
Holdsworth v Siddons (Bradford County Court) 
Pryce & anr v Carter & ors (Bradford County (ourt) 
Jones v F Burn ld (Newport County Court) 
Delaforce v Johnson (Chichester County Court) 
Ibbotson v Maygrove & anr (Manchester County Court) 
Otlier v Goodwin (Birmingham County Court) 
Weiler v Kersey (Marylebone County Court) 
Kanal v Railway Passengers’ Assce Co 
Barnard v Goldstein ( Brompton County Court) 
Rennison v Bottley (Wolverhampton County Court) 
Pardo v Benabu 
Sanderson v Hind (Hexham County Court) 
Broomhall v Property Agents & Owners Id 
County Court) 
Beable v Samson Clark & Co. ld (Bloomsbury County Court) 
Waterman v Fryer (Portsmouth County Court) 
Rhodes v Chester & Wife (Wolverhampton County Court) 
Stoddart v Heasler & Co (West Hartlepool! County Court) 
Cooke v Sam (West Hartlepool County Court) 


Ayers & Co Id 


Court) 


‘stminster 


(Brentford 


Savory v Suplyaw! ld & ors (Castle Motor Co Id, Garnishees) 


Chandmull Moolchand v C. Weis & Cold 

Silver v Silver 

Ritchie v W. Jacks & Cold 

Jessey v Sylvestor (Spilsby County ( 

Parker Vv Broomhal! & anr (Hitchin County Court) 

Ginsburg v Bodingstone (Brighton County Court) 

ruckfield & ors v Hayes (Swansea County Court) 

Jose v Kinsman (Camelford County Court) 

Forster v New Coliseum (Whitley Bay) ld (Newcastle ( 
Court) 

Nicholson & anr v Johnston 

Morrison v Parkinson 

Aman v Isle of Wight RDC 

Duke of Richmond & ors v Dewar & The 

Markham v Pack & Waghorn 

Ambatielos v Grace Bros & Cold 

CGiodsell & Sons ld v Payne (Glouceste 


ourt) 


Hampshire County Court) 
Cadogan Hote 


ourt) 


r County ( 
SPECIAL CASES UNDER St 19 OF THE ARBITRATION 
ACT, 


1ASu 


Aistrup v Morearvar Id 
| Blackett Magalhaes & Colombie ld v Brown & Co 
Cumberland County Council v Mayor f City of Carli 
| Fairclough, Dohd & Jones ld v J M Ste« t Co 
Ayscough v Shech Thompson & Co Id 


PAPEI 


SPECIAI 


Hudson's Bay Co v Domingo Mumbru 8 A 

| Same v Same (motion) 

Societa Granaria Italiana v Shaw, Son & Co 

Betts & Laysellld v Produce Brokers Co ld 

Weddel Beef Co v L & C Van Staay 

Clements v Insee Committee for the County of Devon 

Vulcan Chemical Co v Manchester rpool Trading Cold 
of Liverpool 

Forbes, Forbes, Campbel! ¢ \ ing 

Same v Same (motion) 

Henry W Peabody & Co v I 

Stephen Hartley & Co v F ¢ 

P & O Steam Navigation Co y 
of United Kingdom 

J Taylor & Sons id v Cox, Me Kwe 

Moss v Norwich & London Accidet 

Produce Brokers Co ld v Graha 

(iarra v Compton International de Com 

Marine Navigation Cold v Minister Fran 

| et des Transports Maritimes 
Same v Same 
Same Vv Same 
Mayor, &c of Hastings v 
Crooper & ¢ old v Foyl 
Ardeshire, Bomanji, Dabash & anr v Th 
Olympia Cattle Foods ld v Ke Burbage & ¢ 
Same V Same (motion) 
Samuel Sanday ld v Cox, MeEuen & Co 
Peninsular & Oriental Branch Service 

Shipping Representation 

James © Barr id v Gilbert & 
H & W Paulld v W H Pim 
A¢cratopulo & Sons v Ministry of I 
Same Vv Same (motion) 

| Bird & Co v Ballins & Bor 
Same Vv Same (motion) 
Owners of City of Amiens v Watson & You 
Wood Top Manufacturing Cold v Golding 
Amis Swain & Co v Comber Rice Mills id 
W H Watson & Co v Produce Brokers Cold 
Rutherford, 1 v Gioldthor 
Wyer & Hawke v 

Owners of 8.8. Kincardine 

Owners of 8.8. Stroma v Compania Mercantil Arg 

H Muller & Co (London) Id 


} London Transport Co ld v Brikern & Christinsin 


Stanley & Cold 


wd High Admira 








Hastings Tramway Co 
Shipping ( 


ihen 


Knowles 
Junr & Cold 
ont 


” 


arey 


«, Scott & Wricht ld 


Sender & Col l 
Produce Brokers Co ld 
v WH Muller & Co( London 


ntina 


Owners of 8.8. Taransay v W 


Henry W Peabody & Co v Ralli Bros 
Solomon Golding v A H Jefferies & Co ld 
Same Vv Same (motion) 


APPEALS AND ISSURS UNDER THE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
AcT, 1020 


In the Matter of an Application by Guest & ors (de Mary 
Sale) pt. hd 

Same (de Azile B Mullis) pt. hd 

Same (de Kate Croft) pt. hd 

Same (de Eva Croft) pt. hd 

Same (de Amy Hales) pt. hd 

Same by Junior Cariton Club (to be 

Same by North & Ingram 

Same by Rev John Manisty Hardwick (s.0. Oct. 10) 

ame by Rev A A David, D.D. (8.0, Oct. 10) 

ame by Lt Col G KE Sharp (4.0. Oet. 10) 

ame by A E Brambleby (de M Hayden) 

ame by G P Fuller (de J Smith) 

ame by H E Bryant (de C F Grundy) 

aine by J 8S Vellacott (de A V Wright) 

ame by McClintock (de Geary) 

ame by Hogarth (de Gardner) 

ame by Brocklebank (de Amos) 

ame by Brocklebank (de Stewart) 

sme by Fuller (de Head) 

ame by Fuller (de John Gray) 

ame by Bovill(de Orvis) 

ame by Bovill (de Dale) 

une by Bovill (de Gaiger) 

ame by Bovill (de Knight) 

ame by Kensington (de Knight) 

ame by Kensington & Fulham Genera 

ime by EK Archdall Ffooks (de Rigys) 


mentioned Oct. 16) 


LELESLLELEELS 


LLL 


£ 


Hospital (de Mizen) 


4 


4S 


ReVENUB PAPER 


CASES STATED 


The Plymouth Mutual Co-operative & Industrial Soe Id and 
rhe Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Mark Kromet and James Reith (Surveyor of Taxes) 

HaGa Duplessis & Lady K F M Morant, 
Trustees of John Morant (Minor) and T H Butcher 
(Surveyor of Taxes) 

Nevile, Reid & Cold and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Reinachs, Nephew & Co and The Comms of Inland Revenue 

Port of London Authority and The Commrs of Inland 
he venue 

rhe Far Famed 
Revenue 

A F Pool (Inapector of Taxes) and The Guardian Investment 
Prust Co ld 

Bourne & Hollingsworth and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Che Commrs of Inland Revenue and Engineering id 

The Lincoln Wagon & Engine Co ld and The Commrs of 
Inland Kevenue 

The Comms of Inland Revenue and J Smith & Son 
Sellers) le 

The Commers of Inland Revenue 
Kstates ld The Merliman Rubber 
Gomrors of Inland Revenue 

The Curral Metals & Munitions Co 
Inland Revenue 

The Commrs of Inland 
Improvement Co Id 


xander, J Gi 


Cake Co ld and The Commrs of Inland 


(Music 


Merliman Rubber 
and ‘The 


and The 
Kistates Id 


id and The Commrs of 


Revenue and The Gas Lighting 


PRTITION UNDER FINANCE Act, 1804 


In the Matter of the Estate of Sir Tatton Benvenuto Merk 
Sykes, Bt, de« 
LAND VALURS —APPEALS FROM DECISION OF REFERER 


Sir Berkeley Sheffield, Bart v The Commrs of Inland Kevenue 


° DeATH DUTIES 


In the Matter of Arthur George Earl of Wilton, dee 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE C0., LTD., 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 


for selected risks, 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, ETC., ETC. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY a: 4/6 per cent. is the most complete policy ever offered to householders 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers a Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 








SPECIALISTS 
Suitable Clauses 


for 


Insertion in 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Leases and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property settled by Counsel will be sent on application. 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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Winding-up Notices 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE 
THE DATE MENTIONED 
London (Gazette FRIDAY 
VORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER SYNDICATE 
(ieoftr Bostock, 21, [ronmonger-lane 
(. Coowns & Co. Lt Oct. 31 Bb. T. Crew, 1, 
Weat I 
PayLor 
77. Colmore-fo 
WILLAR & COMPANY 
105, Colmore-row 
PRNYDARREN BRick AND CoaL Co 
Phillips, Post Office-bidgs., Tohn-st 
G.W.T. Co. 1.0M.) Lt Nov. 1 J 
flelds, Liverpoo 
HTRSPERIA NEWSPAPER 
44, (iresham-st., b.4 
Renew Laue Co. (BASTERN) LTD 
Carey 1, Great Winchester-st 
Wes.ey & Co. Lrp. Oct. 15. Mr. A. B. Chater, 5, 
at., Cambridge 
WILLIAM HOLLAND & 
Hamilton-aq., Birks 
Tur Beirapir DWELLINGS | 
Mr.J.A. Evans, 51 High-st 
J. H. OPENSHAW LTD. Oct , 
Bury 
CAPFYN & SON 
grange-rd., I 
London Ga 
Hove 
Joh 


& LTl 


September 30 


Lrp. Nov. 14 


Ceorge-st.., 
iton 

“i Ror rs L'p 17. W. T. Hewitt 
Birmingham 
L?p Oet 


Birmingham 


iN 


w. EK. Leonard Jones 

Oct. 25 F 
ifil 
7, Moor 


Lp A 
Merthyr Ty 


Kh. Diekin 


Nov. 2. ¢ 
Alexandra- 


sLrp. Oct. 31, Thomas Baxter 
nhead 

SUPpPrLy to 
Merthyr 
J. LL. Mere 


ON 

I 
LTD 

df 


hant 


Oct 13 
Bank-st 


Nov.8. E. Kelsham Bishop, 404, Wood- 


LTD 


7) October 4 
Omytnrse Co 


bradfo 


PURSDAY 
AND PRESTON 
Jackson ( 
t., brig 
Oct 


UNITED 
lark, J 
rhit« 


run Barantor 
Ltp. Nov. 15 
Frank Smith 
JOUN ACKLAND 
Jewr Kf 
rorqvuay New Gone Course Co. Lrp 
Hutchings Vanghan-pde. Torquay 
& C. WaTertow Ltp. Nov. 15. John H 
at., Liverpoo 
LONDON & SooTtt 
Ih. Hewett, 156 
HotMEs & Son LTD 
n.K. S¥YNpIcATR Ltp 
Fenchurch-st., B.A 


Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


FRIDAY, September 
The Driffield Temperance Hall 
Co. Ltd 
Willar & Co 
Penydarren 
Co. Ltd 
Fen Farming Co 


n 


Maurice Jenks, 6, Old 


Nov Ernest 


a Dodds, 10, Dal 


n ENGINeRRING Co. Ltn. Oct. 51. George 


Strand 
Nov.4 
Oct 


apside 


Horace BE. Sier, 09, Che 


Ww 
24. Edward W 


Ww Kdsal 


London Gazette i) 


Pancras Garage Ltd 
Bolts Lid 
Dwelling 


st 
Kye 
Brithdir 

Co. Lad 
Benson Harries Ltd 
G.H.T. Co.(L.0.M.) Ltd 
Beangee Ltd British & Foreign 
Renew Lamp Co, (Eastern) Ltd 

Ltd Improved Chilling 
C.J. Thurafield & Co. (Locks) port Ltd 

Ltd Forest Car Co. Ltd 
North Peters, Rushton & Co 

Syndicate Ltd The Sheepscar Garage 
1. G. Brenner & Co. Ltd Aysh, Nye & Co. Ltd 
Hassett (Salford) Ltd Huddersfield Clothing 
The Stage Pictorial Publishing facturing Co. Ltd 

Co. Ltd Egdam Motor Co. Ltd 
Che tedford Boyce Motor Acee 

Works Ltd ta 
United Grocers’ Association Kelmscott Publishing Co Lt 

Ltd The Meta Engineering Co 
Miller & Woodward Ltd Ltd. 

London Gazette Trespay, October 4 

Robert Cain & Sons Lid Cinemachines Ltd 
The Brighton, Hove and Corinthian Sports Co 

Preston United Omnibus , Alle n Ltd 

Co. Ltd Bolt & Nut Co 
The International Picture and 
Show Card Framing Co. Ltd 
ir Music Publishing Co, Ltd 
radowecroft (Manchester) 
Lita 
tritieh Art Films Ltd 
Hb allards Motors Ltd 


Ltd 


Supply 
Brick 


amd Coal 
Ltd 
Providers 


& Trans- 


Ltd 
Ltd 


Warwickshire Water 


Manu 


worries 


Mill Paper 


Ltd 
* Ajax” 
1 


Continental) Ltd 
District Steam 


Rosenthals 

Alfreton and 
Laundry Co. Ltd 

Harvey Free Co. Ltd 

Bristol Dry Soap Co. Ltd, 

Vauxhal!Glass Manufacturing | 
Co 


M 





¢ -r {7 Ac 
Bankruptcy Notices. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
London Gazette FRIDAY, 
ALLpIS, Purse J., Watford. | 
Sept. 27 
ALLWaioaT, B. W., 
Sept. 15. Ord. Sept 
Bagnes, Joseru W 
Pet. Sept. 26. Ord Sept 
BELLENCONTRE, HENRY, 
Aug. 9. Ord, Sept. 26 
Bennerr, Wittsiam H. T., 
Court, Pet. July 4. Ord. Sept 


Septem he rw 


jarnet Pet, Sept Ord. 


Fishersga Sussex Brighton Pet. | 


te, 
Wisbech Saint 
26 

Streatham 


Peter. King’s Lynn 


High Court Pet 


Market-st., Jermyn-st High 


26 


| 





| 


| 


| 
| 


‘| 


rd and 


| Swirt 


| 


| Ca BSHIRE 


| GODWIN, F 


Besrorp, Herpert, Liverpool. Pet. Sept 
Ord. Sept. 28 
BeTLer, J. H., Preston 
Sept. 26 
Carrs, CHARLES SAMUEL, Lowestoft 
Pet 26. Ord. Sept. 26 
CHEYNEY, STANLEY 58., Ilford 
Ord. Sept 
CLARKE WILLIAM, Sheffield 
Sept. 26 
COHEN, RALPH 
dbrd. Se pt Ai} 
CooK, Frep, Uls 
Ord. Sept 
CRAWFORD PHOMAS 
Pet. Sept. 12. Ord 
DENS, CHARLES L 
Ord 26 
DICKINSON, ALBERT, South Shik 
Ord. Se pt. 27 
DIXON, HENRY 
pt. 26 
(/RORGE 
Ord. Sept. 27 
Fossit?, JAMES FE 
Ord. Sept + 
GANDY, JESSE 
Se pt 27 
GOULD, WILLIAM, Wardour-st 
Ord. Sept 
eee GEORGE, 
Se 25. Ord. Sept 
mawusne WILLIAM, 
Sept 
Hvaains 
Pet 
JENKINS 
Ord 
JONES 
Ord 


Liverpool 


High Court. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord 


Great Yarmouth 


“ pt 
High Court. Pet 27 


Se pt 


Sheffield. Pet. Sep. 9. Ord 


trushfield-st. High Court Pet. Sept. 6 


raton. Barrow-in-Furness, Pet. Sept. 28 
Middle 


Se pt 


Windsor 


sbrough 


High Court. Pet. June 16 
Se pt 
lds. Sunderland. Pet. July 8 
Stockton-on-Tees 
Ord. Sept. 26 


W., St. Helens 


Stockton-on-Tees 


Liverpool. Pet Sept. 27 


, Boston, Lincs. Boston. Pet. Se pt. 26 


A., Barnsley. Barnsley. Pet. Sept. 27. Ord 


High Court. Pet Sept. 28 
28 
Bradshaw, near Bolton. Bolton. Pet 


Asi 


Bristol oR 


Bristol. Pet. Sept. 2 Ord 
* 
(;RORGE 
26 
Jos EPH, 
Sept. 2 
WILLIAM k 
Sept. 26 
KENWORTHY, Amy ( teaulieu-rd 
bourne. Pet. July 19. Ord, Sept 
KERFOOT, EDWIN, Manchester 
Ord. Sept. 26 
LLoyp, Eva E., Cardiff. Cardiff 
LOWK, Josern, Blackpool 
Ord. Sept. 24 
MARSH, MATILDA 
Sept. 28 
MARSHALL, JOHN, 
Ord. Sept. 26 
MASKILL, ALFRED, 
Ord. Sept. 24 
MEASURES, ELLEN L., St. Leonards-on-Sea 
Pet. Sept. 27. Ord. Sept. 27 
Menpes, Joseru, Oxford-st 
Ord Sept. 26 
PARKER, THOMAS, the younger, 
Pet. Sept. 26. Ord. Sept. 26 
PERCIVAL, I nae, Manchester 
Ord. Sept 
PERCIVAL, SPANLRY, Manchester. Manchester. Pet. Sept. 13 
Ord Sept. 28 
PReTERS, ISRARI 
Ord. Sept 


26 
PeTHER, Herpert R. J 
Ord. Sept 


Suffolk 
26 


Bristol 


Lawshal! Bury St. Edmunds, 
Ord. Sept 


Kingswood, 


ball pt 


Bristol. Pet Sept .26. 


tanbury Banbury Pet. Sept. 24 


Station, Hants. East- 


Manchester. Pet. Aug. 29. 
Pet. Sept. 27 
Black pool 


Ord. Sept .27, 
Pet. Sept 


24. 


Bristol Bristol Pet. Sept. 28. Ord 


Todmorden Burnley Pet. Sept 12 


Pontefract. Wakefield. Pet. Sept 


24. 
Hastings. 


High Court. Pet. Sept. 26, 


Liverpool. Liverpool, 


Manchester. Pet. Sept. 15. 


Liverpool, Liverpool Pet Sept. 22. 


, Oxford. Oxford. Pet. Sept. 10. 
26 
Joun THOMAS, Littleport 
26. Ord. Sept. 26 
, Church-lane, Conmercial-rd 
Ord. Sept. 26. 
HARRY, Brighouse 
26. 
ARTHUR, 
Ord. Sept. 27 
TORRES, SOLOMON D 
Ord. Sept. 26 
WoLLepor, Georor H., 
Ord. Sept 
YATES, LOUIS, 
Ord. Sept. 28 
London Gaxette 
A. W., Staintondale, 
Sept. 50. Ord Sept. 30. 
ASTRAUCKAS, 8., Merthyr 
Sept. 20. Ord. Sept. 20 
BARKER, A., Blackburn 
Sept. 29 
BARRELL, J 
Ord. Se pt 
Basser, F 
Sept. 29 
BAXTER, ., Bolton 
BEAL, A. P., Streatham 
Sept.29 
Bown, J 


Cambs, Cambridge. 
Sept 


A 


SEGAL, High Court. Pet. 
June 
STOKER 


Sept 


Halifax. Pet. Sept. 26. Ord, 


Harrogate. Harrogate Pet. Sept. 27. 


Manchester. Manchester. Pet. Aug. 31. 


Lewisham. Greenwich. Pet. Aug. 16. 


Manchester. Manchester Pet. Sept. 13, 


October 4 
Scarborough 


TURSDAY, 


ADAMSON, Yorks Pet. 


Tydfil Merthyr Tydfil Pet. 


Blackburn. Pet.Sept.29. Ord. 


Old Kent-rd. High Court. Pet. 


w 


. Wisbech 


Aug. 16. 


King’s Lynn. Pet. Sept. 29. Ord. 
tolton 


Wandsworth 


Pet. Sept.12. Ord. S¢ pt 
Pet. May 9. 


28 
Ord 


a 


Stockport 
Liverpool. Liverpool 


Pet. Sept. 1 
Pet 


Ord. Sept. 29. 
July 16. Ord 


, Forest Gate. High Court. Pet. Aug. 20. Ord 


E., Dover. Canterbury. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord 


‘., Chiswick. High Court. Pet. Aug. 25. Ord 


DENGATE, E., Wallasey Pet. 

Sept. 20 
FPATRLEY, R 

Ord. Sept 
Fox, A. C., Cardiff 
, Loxley 
rHOMAS & CO., 


29 


Liverpool Sept. 9. Ord, 


H., Birmingham. Birmingham. Pet 


Sept. &. 
29 > 
Cardiff. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord. Sept 
Warwick, Pet. Sept. 29 Ord. Sept 
Reddish. Stockport. Pet. Ang. 2° 


30. 
29. 
HALL, 

Ord. Sept 





Rass NAME PLATES 


MAILE & SON, fweess 7 


v 


FOR BVSINE 
PRIVATE Ho' 


28. 


Middlesbrough. 


HARGRAVE, J. W., Middlesbrough Middlesbrough 
Sept. 28. Ord. Sept. 28 
Hyves, J. A. H., Grandisburgh, 
Sept. 30. Ord. Sept. 30. 
Jackson, A. E., Reddish. 
Sept. 30 
Jurrs, J., Brighton 
Jounson, A 
Ord. Sept. 28. 
KRAVIS, H., Old Montagne-st 
Ord. Sept. 28 
LATHAEN, A., Sunderland 
Sept. 27 
| LRaney, F.J 
Ord. Sept 
Queuxs, F. H., Great 
Aug. 23. Ord. Sept, 28 
LORKIN-Perier, 5. W., Blaenavon 
Ord. Sept. 26. 
Maupkr, D., Barrow 
Ord. Sept. 29 
| MAU?EER, J., Kilburn. 
Sept. : 
Mc MASTER, 
| Sept. 28 
MoraaN, E 
Sept. 28 
NORRIS, F 
Ord. Sept 
OGEN, D., 
Sept. 27 
O'ROURKE, 
Sept. 28 
PRESCOTT, 
Sept. 30. 
Reape, H 
Sept. 50 
RICHARDS, 
Sept. 20 
SHARPE, 
Ord. Sept 
SLESNICK, A. M., 
Sept. 28 
| SMITH, . 
Sept. 20. 
STEWART, K. W., H.M. Ship “* Warspite.” 
Aug. 17. Ord. Sept. 29. 
STEWART, Captain W. J., 
! Aug. 6. Ord. Sept. 29. 
TAYLOR, F. 8., Islington. 
Oct. 1. 
Wess, T. H., 
Ord. Sept. 8. 
Wuitrorp, A. & Co 
Ord. Sept. 28 
Woopuam, J. E., Milnsbridge, nr. Huddersfield. 
fleld. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord. Sept. 30. 
Zeitcus, H.S8., Maida Vale. High Court. Pet 
Sept. 29. 


GREGG SHORTHAND. 
Based on Longhand. One Slope. 
No Shading. No Position Writing. 

Send 2d. Stamp for ‘First Lessons” Booklet, 

| GREGG PUBLISHING CO., 7, Garrick St., W.C.2. 

SINCE WHEN? (7 "cil ietman inventions 


after so many changes, to be kept henceforth for ever 
| exempt from change ? Customs, laws, religions, arts, 
sciences, ideas, words, all things of life and value 
change. Is English spelling the one perfect and 
| immutable thing. If so, since when? 

WRITE FOR FREE LITERATURE: 


THE SIMPLIFIED SPELLING SOCIETY, 


44, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, W.C.1. 


MISS COWAN’S 
TYPEWRITING OFFICE, 
23a, Craven Street, Northumberland Avenue, W.C.2. 

| Shorthand. . 


Pet 


Suffolk Ipswich Pet 


Stockport. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord 


Ord. Oct. 1 
Pet. July 


Oct. 1 
rh Court 


Pet 
Hig 


Brighton. 
F., Pimlico a) 


h Court. Pet. Ang 





Hig 


Sunderland. Pet. Sept 


st ‘sav. High Court. Pet. Aug 


WwW 


on 


Brick 


| Lt Portiand-st. Tigh Court 


Tredegar. Pet. Sept 


Barrow-in-Furness. Pet. Sept. 29 


High Court. Pet. July 21. Ord 


J., and TaYLor, R. B., Leeds. Leeds. Pet 


Ord. Sept. 28 


S., Oxford-st. High Court. Pet. Aug. 29. Ord 


Sandon, Staffs. Stafford. Pet 


H., 


29. 


Peckham. 


Sept 


High Court. Tet 4 rd 


Sept 


H., Hampstead. High Court. Pet. Aug. 11. Ord 


W., Darwen. Blackburn. Pet. Sept. 30. Ord 


G. A., Great Grimsby. Great Grimsby Pet 


Ord. Sept. 30. 


W.A., Barnes. Wandsworth. Pet. Aug. 8. Ord 








, Gateshead. Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Aug 


2x. 


Sheffield. Sheffield. Pet. Sept. 28. Ord 


I., Maida Vale. High Court. Pet. Aug. 29. Ord 


High Court. Pet 


Stratford-pl. High Court. Pet 


High Court. Pet. Oct. 1. Ord. 


Great Smith-st. High Court. Pet. Aug 


, Seacombe. Birkenhead. Pet. Sept 


Hudders- 
. Aug. 25. Ord 
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APPOINTMENTS AND HONOURS. 


Lailey, His Hon. Judge Barnard, K.C.—Chairman of Second 


Acton, Mr. Justice—Master of the Bench of the Inner 
Temple, 121 

Adkins, Sir Wm. Ryland, K.C., M.P.—Recorder of 
Birmingham, 101 

Ashton, Mr. Arthur Jacob, K.C.—H.C. Judge of the Isle of 
Man, 703 

Bagshaw, Mr. William—Town Clerk of Doncaster, 523 

Barker, Mr. Geoffrey H. M.—Coroner for the Winsiow 
District, 330 

sarnes, Mr. T. J.—Solicitor to the Board of Trade, 244 

Bateson, Mr. A. D., K.C.—Master of the Bench of the 
Inner Temple, 121 

Beresford, Mr. Leonard B.—Town Clerk of Southend, 775 

Bradburne, Mr. Chas. Randal—Official Solicitor to Supreme 
Court, 162 

Branson, Mr. George Arthur Harwin—High Court Judge, 523 

Bremner, Mr. A. M. B.—Treasurer of the Inner Temple, 
1921, 178 

srown, Mr. Thomas Watters, K.C., M.P.—Solicitor-Gencra] 
for Ireland, 646 

Carson, The Right Hon. Sir Edward, K.C.—Lord of Appeal 
in Ordinary, 615 

Champness, Major W. H.—Chief Clerk to Undersheriff, 841 

Clode, Mr. W. B., K.C.—Master of the Bench of Inner 


Court, Hants Quarter Sessions, 226 

Lawrence, Sir Alfred Tristram—-Lord Chief Justice of 
England, 523 

Leck, Mr. D. C., K.C.—elected Bencher Middle Temple, 501 

Lloyd, Mr. E. Honoratus, K.C Recorder of Chester, 244 

Mason, Lieut.-Col. Daniel J., D.S.O0.—Coroner for West 
Cumberland, 81 

Matthews, The Rev. W. R., M.A., B.D.—Chaplain to Gray's 
Inn, 142 

McCall, Mr. Robert Alfred, K.C.—Registrar attached to the 
Railway and Canal Commission Court, 558 

Metcalfe, Mr. William Austin—-Recorder of Lincoln, 264 

Meynell, Mr. Edgar—Recorder of Doncaster, 857 

Micklethwait, Mr. St. John Gore—Bencher of Middle 
Temple, 279 

Mills, Mr. John Frobisher—Chief Charity Commissioner, 833 

Morison, The Right. Hon. T. B., K.C., M.P.—Bencher of 
Gray’s Inn, 501 

Morris, Mr. Harold Spencer, M.B E.., KC. Recorder of 
Folkestone, 365 

Nelson, Mr. A. E.—elected Bencher of the Middle Temple, 501 

Nesbitt, Mr. Robt. Chancellor—Chairman of Special 
Training Grants Committee, 756 

Ogden, Mr. John Basil—Town Clerk of Bath, 441 

Oliver, Mr. Roland Giffard—-Third Junior Prosecuting 
Counsel, €.C. Ct., 365 


Huddere- Temple, 121 
°5. Ord Collins, Sir Godfrey Patterson, K.B.E.., C.M.G.., M.P. Pollock. Mr. Dighton Nicolas Junior Counsel to the 
to be one of the Charity Commissioners, 121 Treasury, 646 

ND Coward, Sir John Charles Lewis, K.C.—Railway and Canal Randolph, Mr. J. R., K.C.—-Judge of County Courts, 347 

. Commissioner, 264 Ritchie, Mr. C. F.—Seeretary to Charity Commissioners, 833 
ppe. Cunliffe, Mr. Joseph Herbert, K.C.—Attorney-General of the Roberts, Mr. R. Mills—Deputy Coroner for Liverpool, 32 
ing. Duchy of Lancaster, 615 Schwabe, Mr. W. G. S., K.C.—Commiassioner of Assize, 
voklet, Darley, Mr. Frederick William—Official Receiver for N.E. Cireuit, 724 
W.C2. Bankruptcy, District C.C. Portsmouth, 279 Sebastian, Mr. Lewis Boyd—Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, 756 
Peiieeesee! Deighton, Mr. T. Howard—Under-Sheriff for the City of Shaw, Mr. John Houldsworth—NSolicitor to the Board of 
be London, 857 Inland Revenue, 809 . 
f eapeees Dowdall, Mr. Harold Chaloner, K.C.—Judge of County Shaw, Mr. Walter Sidney—Chief Justice of the Straits 
- = Court, 615 Settlements, 631 
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Duke, The Right Hon. Sir Henry—-Representative of Gray’s 
Inn on the Council of Legal Education, 405 

Farrer, Mr. Bryan—Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, 64 

Gibbon, Mr. Douglas Stuart (M.C.)—Office of Taxing Master, 
801 

Giveen, Mr. H. M.—Junior Counsel to the Treasury, 539 


Goodman, Sir Gerald Aubrey—Chief Justice of the Straits | 


Settlements, 142 


Greaves-Lord, Mr. Walter, K.C.—Commissioner of Assize, 


N.E. Circuit, 178 

Greer, The Hon. Mr. Justice—Treasurer of Gray’s Inn, 
1921, 142 

Guthrie, Dr. R. L., O.B.E.—Coroner for the Eastern District 
of London, 209 

Hedley, Mr. Walter—Recorder of Richmond, Yorks., 209 

Henry, Mr. Denis, K.C., M.P.—-L.C. Justice of Northern 
Ireland, 786. 

Hooson, Mr. J. D.—Official Receiver in Bankruptcy for 
Chester and N. Wales, &c., 279, 315 


Hopkinson, Sir Alfred, K.C.—Treasurer of Lincoln’s Inn, 


1921, 162 

Humphreys, Mr. Travers—Recorder of Chichester, 264 

Johnston, Mr. Gaston—to be one of H.M.’s Counsel for 
Trinidad, 841 

King’s Counsel, 347, 703 

Knight, Mr. A. Charles—Clerk to the Ancient City Guild of 
Gold and Silver Wyre Drawers, 64 





Simmons, Major Perey Coleman—Chairman of L.C.C., 405 

Simons, Mr. Gavin—Junior Counsel to Board of Trade in 
Foreshore Cases, 646 

Smith, Mr. C. Herbert—Judge of County Courts, 809 

Tee, Mr. Richard Harry—Town Clerk of Hackney, 441 

Thomas, Major Francis Danford—Coroner for the Liberty of 
the Tower, 50 

Thorpe, Mr. John Henry—to represent the Crown in Court 
of Criminal Appeal, 405 

Tobin, His Hon. Judge Sir A. A., K.C.—Commission of 
Assize, N. Circuit, 226 

Vivian, Mr. 8S. P.—Registrar-General Ministry of Health, 264 

Wallace, Mr. G. W.—Charity Commissioner, 835 

Walton, Mr. George O’ Donnell—Chief Justice of Grenada, 298 

Watson, Mr. Ernest Charles—Judge Supreme Court Straits 
Settlements, 703 

Whitaker, Mr. Harry Isaac—Librarian Lincoln’s Inn Library, 
298 

Young, Mr. Hugo J., K.C.—Recorder of Nottingham, 162 

Young, Mr. Hugo J., K.C.—Commissioner of Assize N.E. 
Circuit, 226 
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Advowson, Sale of, 172 
Agriculture Act, 1920, 290, 309 
Agriculture Bill, 73 

Alterations at the Law Courts, 7 
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Corre spondence (continued), 


Brougham, Lord, and some corrections, 133 

Concerning Solicitors, 24 

Consideration fora Sale under the Settled Lands Acts, 309, 325 
Corporation Profits Tax and Property Owning Companies, 341 
Corpse Ways, , 2 24, 5Y, 74 

Davies v. Bristow—Penrhos College vy. Butler, 92 
Domestic Servants and Unemployment Insurances, 733, 751 
Fees of Process Servers, 45 

Finance Bill, T51 

French Decision on Rate of Exchange, Re, 713 

(ilebe Sugar v. Trustees of Greenock, 376 

Hypnosis and Investigation into Crime, 395 

Increase of Rent, ete., 43, 92, 825 

Inscription on the Law Society's War Memorial, 432, 472 
Juries (Emergency Provisions) Act, 1920, 551 

Lady ** Chairman,” 309 

Law of Property Bill and Intestacy, 664 

Life Assurance by Friendly Societies, 603 

Measure of Damages in Hiring Contracts, 682 

Origin of Trade Unions, 550 

Prerogative of the King’s Proctor, 713 

Prescriptive Claims to Judicial Office, 432 

Rent Restriction Act—Decorative Repair, 664, 682 
Scully v. Scully, 697 

Solicitors’ War Memorial, 290 

Unconstitutional Resolution, An, 531 

Vocation of a Solicitor, 24 

Waiver by Statutory Acceptance of Rent, 831 

Weare Murder, 603 

Yorkshire's Welcome to the Law Society, 838 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Abuse of Poor Persons Procedure, 622 
Acceleration of Remainders, 320 

Additional Judge, 486 

Adduction of Evidence, 564 

Administration Bonds, 234, 334 

Administration of Justice Bill, 182, 198 
Administration Rules, New, 708 

Agitators and Lord Eldon, 269 

Agriculture Bill, 54, 86, 268, 285, 334, 410, 635, 688 
Alternative Accommodation, 836 

Alternative Liability of Marine and Fire Underwriters, 448 
Alternative Methods of Selecting Jurors, 335 
Ambiguous Contradiction of Rights, 39 
Amenities of Business Offices, 286 

American Legal Humours, 20 

Ancient and Inveterate Tradition, 128 
Anglo-German Arbitral Tribunal, 252 

An Issue in Jury Practice, 321 

An International Court of Appeal, 845 
Annuity Proposals, New, 576 

Appeals to Quarter Sessions, 467 

Appointment of Judges in Dependencies, 597 
Arbitration and Commercial Practices, 595 
Arrears in the High Court, 426 

Arrest of Mrs. Annan Bryce, 69 

Assessment of Damages by Police, 391 
Assignment of Part of a Debt, 252 

Assignments of Leaseholds by a Liquidator, 673 
Attachment as a Mode of Civil Execution, 844 
Attorney and Client in America, 821 
Auctioneers’ Commission on the Sale of a Lease, 621 
Austen-Cartmell, the late Mr. James, 619 
Bacon, Lord, in Gray’s Inn, 235 

Bacon’s, Lord, “ Idola,”’ 127 

Balfour, Lord, of Burleigh, 707 

Bankruptey Jurisdiction in the High Court, 836 
Bar in Trinidad, The, 487 

Barristers and the Lay Client, 71 

Bate, The late Dr. Pawley, 319 





Current Topics (continued). 


Benevolent Construction of Wills, 805 

Birkenhead, Lord, on Provincial Divorce Trials, 166 
Birthday Honours, 619 

Black Béoks of Lincoln’s Inn, 19 

Blackburn, Lord, 372 

Bonus Shares and Super-Tax, 812 

Jookmakers’ Test Case, 145 

Branch Officers and the Income Tax, 746 

Bryce, Lord, on Anglo-American Ideals of Government, 672 
sryce, Lord, on the Canadian Constitution, 789 
Business in Divoree, 594 

Susiness Premises Report, 182 

Business of the King’s Bench Division, 843 
Cabinet of Inverness, 813 
Cambridge Law Journal, 690 
Cambridge Studies in English Legal History, 690 
Card Demonstrations in Court, 392 

Carson, Sir Edward, at the Bar, 544 

Casus Omissus in a Lease, 596 

Cause Célébre of Urbain Grandier, 351 
Caveat Emptor, 637 
Certification of Lunatics, 574 
Challenging of Women Jurors, 215 
Charter of Nova Scotia, 828 
Chief Justice Marshall, 214 

Children’s Courts, 127 

City of London Solicitors’ Company, 303 

Civil Appeals in Criminal Causes, 545 

Civil Courts and a “ State of War,” 506 

Civil Judicial Statistics, 776 

Civil Service Bonus, 743 

Clearing Offices for Enemy Debts, 251 

Clifford’s Inn, 19 

Close of the Long Vacation, 2 

Committee of Public Accounts and its Report, 20 
Comments on Pending Appeals, 168 

Committee on Solicitors’ Remuneration, 671 
Compensation for Riot Damages, 391 

Compulsory or Voluntary Jurisdiction, 214 
Concurrent Sentences, 371 

Conditions attached to Discharge of a Bankrupt, 621 
Contemporary Criticism of the Code Napoleon, 575 
Continuance of D.O.R.A., 672 

Contracting out of the Rent Restriction Act, 304 
Conversion of Houses into Flats, 38, 594 

Copies of Documents in Divisional Court Appeals, 5OS 
Corpse Ways, 88 

Corroboration of Accomplices, 527 

Costs in Divorce, 761 

Council of the Law Society and the Law of Property Bill, 651 
Courtesy by Court Officials, 254 

Courts-Martial and the Jrish King’s Bench Division, 320 
Courts-Martial as Inferior Courts, 265 

Crimes Club, 183 

Criminal Law Amendment Bill, 777 

Criminal Statistics, 775 

Cumulative Effect of Minor Accidents, 107 

Customs of Normandy and of Paris, 487 
Dactylography, 690 

Darling, Mr. Justice, as a Poet, 371 

Decision of Questions of Law, 351 

Declaratory Orders in the Commercial Court, 745 
Defamatory Words concerning a Trade Union, 708 
Defamation by Advertisement, 182 

Defences not raised in Pleadings, 689 

Delivery of Particulars of Sales and Leases, 165 
Disraeli and the Bar, 283 

Distinction between Conditions and Warranties, 486 
Divorce Lists, 2, 233, 620 

Docking the Law Officers’ Salaries, 253 
Domicile and Bankruptcy Jurisdiction, 812 
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D.O.R.A. Regulations, 811 

* Dual Capacity ” of Government Officials, 20 

Duty te Mitigate Damages, 673 

Kaster Cause Lists, 446 

Kducation and Unemployment Insurance, : 

Education and the Liverpool Meeting, 2 

emergency Powers Act, 37, 446, 525 

Emigrants of the Long Robe, 215 

Enforcement of Attendance for Instruction, 335 

English or Belgian Domicile, 285 

Erasmus and the Customs of England, 390, 411 

Essence of Defamation, 527 

Evans, the late Mr. Frank, 795 

Evidence in Capital Cases, 371 

Evidence of Character, 55 

Kxamination of the Devil of Torture, 351 

Exclusive and Exceptive Propositions, 127 

Execution of Foreign Judgments, 812 

Extenuating Circumstances, 836 

Extradition and the Fugitive Offenders Act, 335 

Failures of the Session (Bills), 796 

First Woman Agent in Scotland, 197 

Fleet Street and Westminster, 165 

Flexibility of Legal Phrases, 467 

Forfeiture of Annuities by Statute, 805 

Former Irish House of Lords, 305 

Freedom for Journalists, 53 

Freight Payable in Advance, 760 

Frivolous Criminal Appeals, 304 

Fusion Bill, 708 

Future of International Law, 593 

Future of the Final Appeal Court, 350 

Gambling and Mr. Serjeant Ballantyne, 55 

Games of Chance in Court, 55 

Gazelee, Mr. Mortimer, 39 

General Rulings of County Court Judges, 836 

German Indemnity, 370 

Gorell’s, Lord, Matrimonial Causes Bill, 370 

Great Lawyer on Military Executions, 545 

Greenwood Murder Trial, 70 

Guardianship of Infants’ Bill, 562 

Guilty but Insane, 168 

Habeas Corpus and the Restoration of Order (Ireland) 
Act, 744 

Hamilton as an Advocate, 321 

Head of the State as Foreign Minister, 252 

Hearing of Actions in.the Long Vacation, 486 

Hearing of Incest Cases in Camera, 108 

High Court of Nova Scotia, 828 

Hilary Cause Lists, 215 

Hill, Sir Norman, on Officialism, 125 

Holograph Documents in Commerce, 38 

Hospitality of the Faculty of Advocates, 

House of Lords Legislative and Judicial, . 

Hypnotism and the Investigation of Crime, 

Idola Theatri in Law, 107, 127 

Ibert, Retirement of Sir Courtenay, O00 

(Ibert, Sir Courtenay, and the Society for Comparative Legis 
lation, 425 

[legality Founded on Public Policy, 371 

Immunity of Russian State Property, 728 

{mperial Peace Cabinet, 652 

Imperial School of Law, An, 596 

Imprisonment otherwise than for Grime, 844. 

Income ‘Tax and Falling Profits, 506 

Income Tax Repayment, 785 

Increase of Bigamy, 776 

Increase of Rent Act, 108, 688 

Indemnity of a Betting Agent, 653 

Indian Divorces, 425, 446, 620 

Injunctions in Aid of Matrimony, 351 


International Judges, 827 
International Law Conference, 812 
Interpretation and Enforcement of Agreements, 815. 
Intoxication as a Defence, 576 
Irving as a Criminologist, 183 
Judges and the Long Vacation, 671 
Judicial Committee and the Overseas Dominions, 126 
Judicial Salaries , 073 
Jurisdiction in Revenue Cases, 836 
Jurisdiction to Pass a Postponed sSentemne 761 
Jury of Matro s, 183 
Jurymen tn Historical Cases, 268 
Jurywomen tn America, 411, 448 
Juvenile Courts (Metropolis) Bill, 106 
King’s Bench Work in the Long Vacation, 687, 
Land-owning Titles in Nigeria, 729 
Land Union and the Law of Property Bill, 466 
Late Librarian of Lineoln’s Inn, 54 
Law and the Ladies, 803 
Law Officers’ Remuneration, 284 
Law of Property Bill, 166, 3 
743, 775, 787 
Law Society's Meeting, 19, 707. 
Lawver as Politician, 564 
Lawyers and Doctors, 146 
Lawyers and Revolution, 269 
Lawyers in International Conference 
Lawyers In Supreme Office, 254 
Legal Aspect 0 Reprisal » 
Legal Dithiculties of Exeess Profits Duty, 304 
Legal Position of Forward Agents, 761 
Legal Profession in Scotland, 745 
Legality of Whist Drives, 350 
Legislation by Reference, 535 
Legislation of the Session, 796 
Levy of Local Rates, 820 
Libel and Contempt, 390 
Liberty of the Press, 198 
Life Estates in Scots Law, 729 
Limitation of Liability, 797 
Lloyd-George, Mr., on State Interference with Solicitors, 86 
Locking-up of Juries, 268 
London Sessions and the Probation of Offenders, 488 
Longevity on the Betich, 147 
Long Vacation, 803 
Lord Chancellor, 57, 214, 486 
Lord Chancellor on Divoree Law, 620 
Lord Chancellor on Legal Reform, LS] 
Lord Chief Justice, 759 ‘ 
Lord Chief Justice on Mixed Juries, 167 
Lost Divorce Order, The, 446 
Macdonell, The late Sir John, 410 
Mackarness, The late Judge, 198 
Maitland, Professor, as a Jurist, 200 
Mandamus to a Public Departme nt, 467 
Mandamus to pay a Rating Precept, 655 
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